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I virf^ vn^fww (?PR 

(?PRm, cnfc^, C5^ ^5R5%^ %(U^ 'Q C«R?C^ I \5Jtn-t%f^l 'Q ^5R?T?P 

Kum ^srmt ^5i#( \ %*i^ ^:5f^ ^sn ^ T rc^t^ ^ 

'tm ^iviw^ 'Q I ^ I 

cwn ^ '51^ '6 

sfwpfl^ ^ *Rrt ^rsrrw^ ^TMfiRp o ^^f^ 

^fti^ I 

2f«mc!^ ”51^ cm^ csito^ 

fstrn^ 1^#™ sm^ 

st^«r ^ ^ I ^«fm c^ >j»v<\ ^mtfw 

‘^^^TTPicn^ Tfll'^vii^c'^i^ 'Q fiTOra ism 

■^tl^p^ wrm (TOij) Ttfmr^m ^ I 

>l4^C«1 ^ <3 an^«n?n’tm ITO 

w w?i?i ^*a c*m ^ I cs(%c^ ^mf*mic«m 

csr^rm w ^twhsi 211 *%^ 

^ spjf^i:^ spptm ^ ^ '515‘tm fipp^r fif«mi?i^ 

^ ^ ^ I ^??fT «imc®ft “^i*irwc«fii f%^w 

ar^ st«tTR's fiTW” v£j^ fiTO fifcHR I 

Tp^oi sRs? ii#f^ ^ “mt*nwt»m ^#i®T '< 3 1 ^^\>\ %w -ini 
grw” >iJjQ'a 8{^s?rf^ 4n^«t ^ ^ ifRT^ 

^??Tt tiRsmsft^ 'sit«JJW fiTORI ^ I 

^?tT ^jsT'Q w CT, 1?^ m ^simr TrttTO^ ^ 

^£PR -mf^ '*n ’rti:^ 1 ^stsm fro 

^ (?i, 1at*( w ’f^'s c^ 'ST^ ^wjtn w 1 

'5%mrrr5!? TnrnfBRs ^ ?i|twn:^ ^nfmr ttr, ^rrf^ ?ram«f ^»r, 

4«ITR, 2pf5 '5lf^WTO5Rf 

'Q ^ >i5j<‘iw^ Mi 5^ 2it%j3*1% -sns#?! 

c^ ’«rn?RT 1^?n? W%5p 3jc5^ ^vs ^ 00 ^ ^stlk^ «ifl^ 

'Q Iffnf ^®fTO—f^mPF I C^ 

Rules of Business ^sf^pnft 'Q 

l^wp 51^ arm” fii^s?(1^ ^ft§[^ 'srajetTORi 

m 'srai'tTOra ^’t?! ^ ^ I OT 'sispnft am?[? 



i£)^^ C^ tilt SfWra ^mtTR TO f^^T|<i 'Sj^cffgf^ 'sn^JK^I 

^Rt)lRi^ I 

W?I 'ilt «TOR Wf'STO fiRnPf^ i(^ ’^TQ 

8 T#r5T fifet?H 'Q 'bSl^ C®f5Ttf^f^ ^K 

V csn^ ii>:>1^ fij'twR ■'^ ^ I 

WSiH ^JT?TO ^ fifTOR i<^ <? ’«I’Q 

Tif5T215f^ 2(«mR 'Q .?fTO v£R^ 'b8l^ C^FTf? TO? 

^f^olPl'® ii|?“ Qt’fsfefW ^Fo^|Jifir^ (C^ C*FI^, C®fW C^p^jf 'iRv 

iPT CTO^sI ^TWI) 2f«tTRR? TO I 

^RTO 2fWl^ TO?TO? «TTO ^ ^5^?R W 

2f^lf»TO 'Q 'S ?t^ TO OiC»R 

^5jsc5rg siTsrtt^ ^9iT5g t^«t ^ 'srpjc^ 

'Q TO 'STJ^ 2ff® tl^TOsT^ sfTOt? ^ 

?R^Ti sjijmft? ^5 rp?TO2r:? ^ to^tj ^rroq ^?> 

fifTO? ?s1^ ’t^ TO? I ^ 2fTO? fro^ 

gff^ilft 71^^ ?jf^ >f^'Sf?l< fifC^ITO ^ ?f?TOt?R fipJJTO 

v£lTO^*ft? TO??, ?rrf?%T? ?%? C^HTR, ^8 TOT? f?f^, 

t?TO, fifrqro c^ cro^, sp^ro topt tot? to? c?t?i»r?, 

8(i:¥?? TO^?? Wfl %TO ?Tf^ TO? TO? I 2fw 

’f%TO W?T? TOTO fwf RTf^f^ ?ft?^ TOT? TO sfTO? ipf?n»C?s 

8TW?I? ^?llt tf^TOTO 

'0|'5j\^f^<} ?TO 2(^1? ^TO3 iil??, TOtf^ ^Ibt^, 2r$J?? 'Q 

^^WIW?, fif^lPfS?! ^f^TO5f^?^gp^ ??1<^ ?TR^ ‘iRl TOif^ TO?T f??^? 
f^-f?T?f*t?l 2TTO?? CTO f??^ 2j?, C5I<I, toM 'S W to ^SITO 
c?cTO? I 

STTO? ?TO TO?T?IC?? 2r®T?? ?sf?f^ ?to'8 ?t?-^^f^ 

tor?^ TOf?TO3 TO TO TOW I TO5?? C^ ^ C?Mto TO1W 
il?l SHTF?? 1??T^ ^TO? 'S sfC^FR TOt? ??5p C?t?C*tTOs TOTT TO 
5tf^ 7n^_^sf^ TOto ^<t ?fTOsr^ ^5?^*^ 's 

?tor^ 2(TO?? ?if^ TO1R TO? 12n?p?? «iTO^^ TOiTOs 
?r!to? CTO?, 2TC5R? ^gi%T TO?? ^£1?^ C?®T? C®t?m (^8) 
^?t?-^^--5n?T? ^t?fTO?r?s WTT TO ’ST’f? TO-?st?t^ C?^? ^ 
%5iT5f%to tf^TOf^sf^TO? ?tf^ ^ TO? I 



mi c®f5rtf%f^ ^!tft1% w’^m^ wt w?Bf 

^nf^ i ^oo^ «fw1^ 

i^'8Tn^ >f<f?}^ ^TWT? ^srnsf^ sn:^ « 

m ^rt^ 4i<vii*w ^ i ^ i#wi^ ’jsr^src'm 

4i4^tfaj v^<iiQ^ ^ >rsRi%mi 'sn:«jj TO >i-*jTOrw 'm^ i 

i(2- T#r®T2f^ ^sfsm 23^, C3i<r, ‘'HPp^, f^- 

^tf-RT 'Q wnf^ 2RK=R W^ smTR 'S ^.?pt^lt^ 

R**rff^ W1K?s WRtt TOf^ *RTTO 'S ^^5W®t I 
^®it5n:?R R?!f^ vQ fif^ ’if^[>H4>i^ Rtf^ >0 <ii^bil1'w 

Tot? 2R??*f% ^ WRI^ TOf^ *RRR I TO 

TO? ^RT R?f?fB C2TO^^C?S'8 WRI^ (Rt?1??RR I 

<aR@^ "1t^?TOm, 'Q srSHRI? 

c%:^ Ito ’n?f^ TO ^snro ^Rt^\61 mm ^tor? to 

TOtC<i? sidt\ RT<Ns to to ^sjITO to ?s?? I 

^KJ\^ csrtg cmt^ 

sr$j?R?'f^ 

'Q 


fif%5lft 

■srafefR? 




's sm” smm siw^r 

'in fin^«f^=T sr^ i 

^<t ^ Tif%5T ^x cfn?t ^ 

vif^^i^mi yff^ ^ >fwt? ^ 

<3[!^«B ^ I ^ i(^ T#!^! 

'aif^R'Q* d" ^'Q Wpl^l'Sf^ Sf®tTR 'Q Sl^^K*Bl ^Iwi 

^ ■ 5:5 I ‘il ^-^RIU-sl R1%^ CWT- 

’tfaro f^’R 2RR, ^RR 'Q R^'C*n*R, apf& 
^|ft^®f, '^^5l^^®f, £|1 <p 4^ 'Q ^2R^®f Rvvfl*l'3 2(R^ 

f^^«t, ■^’m ^^SJtf^ RTO WPW ^ ^ 1%^ R*^ t^lTO 

’{fhs I ^ c^ sm?R Wf*^ «>i«[*iiCl 

llPie^C^'?! '^'^do ■^spf <PW fiJ^sfiJ ^'9 ^ I 

^'«fj, Rt% c£fR c««n:^ ot ^ Rfsr ospr 

w?R ^*0 ^ '5S[i«t sm "TO I ^ Rf^ csm^ ^TfpRn^ 

csR^ngp^ ^ c<ips wrm %<1^ d1^ csM 

RWU T#R^9Q^5rf ^ ^ I C5T ^ef CSOT TO? 

^?lf^ ^ f?f%^ ^ 1?%^ C2fC5|? ^TR c^r^ ?TO I fw %i»Rr? 

^ 2Rstf»t\a id ^9 ^flwn:^ <?m ?jR>wc4 c^TOtm ?rr 
N8 izp 1^/1?^ R^r-ftiR TO ?s?t w^ \ smm?{ ‘srai’i 
?TNt ^ (RK5 wf 1 

?sf^ R?S5T WfJ smm ’flTOS’fW (^fRl?yt 

TO? 2f*t??#? ^x ^5(ipm <if?TO^ ^ ^5rc»m *R]?R ^iRtt I c^ '^m 
SfTOT ■<|i1^n»? <il?^ WT WTfC<P TO? ?s4dn:5^ ^ TOT^ 

<RI?R I 

t#rR 99M ’fiWwsr, ’tiros 'Q ^ 2TOI? ?ni:^ Wfs ^ 

^rlRp? SfCb^l Rt^lRs <5c*i ?s?ll?t I 


Stl^R? C^ v£R (Rt?^ 

TOtw 

id #i 1 ? 9 » d 

Tif5I«T 2t®t?? ^-<?RfiJ 




^ wof^ £tTsn'fm'=t 

^5^ (?w lilt sRsmt | ^£\ arora 

'Q ’tk, i£i? 13 tpW ?rtRs^ wm 

^5pTH ?^5rR RisfiQ^ I 

wim fl^ C5tt i ^ ^ 

vff^i^iffe ’ft#rf^ ^c^c'si^, wn^-^RTC5(T5^Tt? "snwi 

'Q ^?^*f^*^I?ra W^ '^fTNR to OTgl ^ITTSI 1 

^Niw-si c^ ^fwit 's ^’tf^ 

I >lRl®1^ TJ<?||jig<i C?n^ ^'^\lCt5<J C^tt I 2|<MR''6 'iR|«1'!5^ 

£(mT«tm«t ^ to^ I 

SftTI >llcvb ilRlsi 'Sn^lf^ 'Q?PWff^ 

-<^i^L^ sm^ totto I ^ iSRK ■ii.if^i^y ^A^iwii 

(?i^ lii ^ftf^ to ^ ^sn^gtost^ i 

fifmt'TO®! WT wuc^ lii^^ mm 

w ^ ^sn?«m ^fto I ^ ^?«Tn?ir»f^ 

ift 'Q \\^< toR <3 ^5r?invs? ^sicb^ 

wto fifi'nn^Tf ^5fto*R I 

ftto '3 toto toT'or^rt c«?n:?p ^srmrro 

^itto, 2M«tT 'Q c<ito ^5fm, ^snwf ^ w*ft 

c’fR^f I Tito lii^ ^ wf^^it^ ’to ^i^fwf I 

<3 '«R<uc^ ‘'iM*fct^ TSftwf (Roi?rf 

^ 'lPlC=1<l “TO I 

fiRstto ’fto 's ^ ^sirtw? 

<5(,®1 >lW I 


CbUM^iH, 

^[OT tto^ fif^ 


i8 





>r5r?i%sn mm 'srti^ 

’f# I mn ^ 

TO TO 'Q CWTil 'Q'^ TO ^^TO'iTO 

^ 'Q T?nf^ ^5if^ ^ 1%^ '0 sfTORf 

'Q^i^ I n®ffifTOlt ^??nw*f >i<^iw<i TO 

^ ii? TOf ^ ^h^b- TO^ra wr*f?Ttf c<«n;^ i 

^f^^i>i ^ni^firr« ^>0 sro 'q 

«JTOTO «t^«r TO I ^£1^ TO*!, CTO 'si^TO fTOl^ TO 

^^TOWTO ^[C^ 'Sim ^’tl'S^lIl ^f%TO TOT? CTO 

f^’PTO 'Q TO TO W f?fte? TO??T ‘ilfro ?TTO ^5 (to 

^[TO I ^ TO3^ TO?T ?TO? <lf??C^ ?t%®T '8 TO sTTOci^ 

'o?*^i;< m? TOfI I *£1? wr ?f%5T 'Q ^?Trf^ to w?, ?tTO f^rro 'q 
?t?T?t^TOT TO ?TO, ’«#?T TOTO? TO TOI^ I 


<£1^ TOl? CTO^ 4C?J^11> '’TCQ ?^I^T3^ sfTO*T? f^TTO 2T^ 

51^? TO I lilt <lt?C2TfTO SJTOI? TOC? f?C*t? 1?^ Ito CTO C?? 

C?, ?f^<iai ^?!£tr^ TTfT?TO;TOsf^ ^C^'Q <s\ TO? 

'o?*^<l< c?, ^^T?^t^[c^ toc^ ’ftff? ?c?n:^ i ?nft?^$T^[TO ^#ff? 

C?C^ f?f^ TO CTO TO ?T I <£|^ viTJhM'^—TO ?C®T 

TO TO—TO ’ff^'tf^ ^^T?TOTO W ^ I 

^(f?f^f^C^ ^^T?TO[CTO ?f^ fifTO*f? TO i£5? ^?3FT® ?t^ 

TOCTO TITO'S sfTO sT^? TO I TO WT TO^TO ?f%^ STTOTO ’ff%TO?T 
P|8f<hC^ ?f^(? : 

2T?? tQ : (iJ!>o(?~:>j?)<?v) 

T^\IT? ^'Q : (bJ?>(2-br— 

^flT? ’^TQ : #f? ?TO : spTO? 

•p^sif ^ ; ^f^<j '?TO 2f?r^ ?T®T^k?? 

•(ipsi^Q : ^^?TO C?TO?ITO 
: ^^TO?TO ^TOTO 

>r«5i ^ : ’ilRs^t^ i#i5T<iai (???# 'Q c?????ft) 

^ : ^tTOTT, TO«nff f^tfro 'Q TO<f^' 

-im ^ : TOI (i) 




(mm 

•pf?pPf*f 


ms (ii) 

ms (vs) 

sif^tal: 's?if^Ji??r '6 ^ 





^ %(i.oo ^«t?i ^Q<»gHi ««rm^'s ^^src^ ’rftsit't 

^ ^'QTmi ^srrsTM l^ro ^Q<j^h ^ i ^ 

2fm J5.00 >j-(wiU :)(^,ooo T^*iT ^'=f m^ 

'ai^Wff^T^ ^ I R5f%C^ ^ <4^ ^ I 

<3 ^srmi <3 c'^iieiiw^i i 

^ <#ffsr 'Q '£f^«t ^ I ^sfmr 

(?!t ^ ^<?IJ ><3 WPl^^ >f^wf“T^ ^5^ t>fTO (?^ ^ ^?5nOTC*l? 

's ^*n-^i<M^i^ 

^gff^ I C^PR ’5f&?Tt, '8 f 

'8 ’iQblPj^ Sfs^R® C’W ^S>2P1^ ^8 

’«rc9 <M^i^4*f^'<»'»iw ^rsfn^Ti ^cro i ^rmr 

^5|#0 ^ ^-^Vclcvs I ^W5F 

>T?35^ ^ I ^sn^ ^ ^ 

■^’*tTt?I 'Q?P? ^tsitf^ "^[^sfr^ I 

iJ?>o<?-^^ ^ ^-v£ra m iJ?>8o m\ "sisfr^ «xi 

^ c?pH v£i 7if|m ^ ^5:?if^ I TO®! c^rc^ ^ 

7f^ ^snr^tfFR 7T#5t?#?I ■'^1I>*|1^W(^ ^IC'HMW<1 % I 

^hso mp\ ’itr^ ^TTc^ ?r®?i mm^ mm 

1^ I ^ ^ ^?5riwTO^ ^5it^?<rtf^ 

cm C^, ^ I iJ^S'b ^mt5T ^ mm 

smM c^ ^?ic*n*# m ■®Tc^ mm ^srsa m 

^ I ^>»6^ ^TtFI ^5IW tet’t '5lS^<jtCt?H cmm ^ 'Q 

>ll4’(.'^^ ^??Tt Sff%^ Sjcptf 15 ^, Qf[ 2fU5^ ^ w C*J®fl^ 

Sf%f^ ^ ^®tc® TfTRPtPn?^^ ^ I ^5?lt 

?T?«TO?^ Tf?RJ*fPl5T ^<?lt ^ ^^2fN m 




TfSRs Pff^ ^ ^ >if3wPp5 I 

^Xiim ^*1^ 1?[^ I 2J^ C*f^ iJ?)(f1r 

wst w'^fTO ^rsin^rm i ^ twm ^ 

TO c^—CTO Irom 

c^fc^ ^ I 

CTOTI (Jl 'S TO?rt Sj^«t TOf^ C^TOT^n 

c’R^ f?n5af^, ^Kitsrt^^ ctoe^ ^nro fknfS' 'a to, 

^pf^TO fk^, TOfN^ ^fC®T? 'Q 2(TO, WTTO 2(TO, mTOn?T^ 
tlfC’n^, TOi^fc^ra 2iTO >8 ^fcTO^, ’t'tfirf^f^, ^sroncaj^ sif^cro, f^f^ 
TOt'tl <3 sm, TOft:#^ m, ^51TOft f^l?f»f <3 ’PTC^’f 1 
's cto?i ^tssfu^ to R<^w-s ^cto toI^- 
I TO«t 'iit ^ TO ^ wf^ ^ nc^5% I TOf, CTOT 

TO Iroiii RifiiiR c^TO to to (?f?ft c^ smi 

CTOC^ ^-sfro ^ I ^£1 ^’TO TOlft, TOT«TO, 

TO# '8 ^ ^?j2m ^ 

^iTOPt TOTO? fiPTOf^ ^©^’rTO, WTTTOC'I^ #T, 

R^f^, Rf^sj c^fC*R <pl4R<itj^ sj'oR) tot *t?c^ 'a 

^£1^ TO ^ I ^£rcTO frolTOC^ CTOlf^ ^TTC^ 

^>rfTOC«m TOTTO 2tR>V«1CH CTO #1^ ^ I TOT TOr! C^^ 
’t't^TTOnf’t^t^ 2ff® 'aswil Cb^l TOK^ I ^fCQ *J'o*^'5l 

#r«T >ri5c<Rf^ TO^ Rt:^ to? to to toc5 i to cto 

^51#? C?o1^ TO tor ?5TO ?TTOf|TOl ?to ^ ?T (TTO^ 

TO?t TOto ^ CTOS ^5^ I 

^£i i£i?s|^ TOTw? fiTTO to^ to, ?to ?5TO ?to ?to c?? >rto 

?R^ic®f R'ij'® ?? I wTsfic?? cTOf w?T c?^, '3i^Pi c?^, tor® ?it?Tr- 

to3?«r'Q C# I TO?T ?^to 'S toc?^ TOITO ^’ttCTOt TO? ?rTO C5tt 
TOfI I i£J^ ^ TO TOC? ?to-^?JTf? TOlt, TOfTOI >£1?^ RTO TO 

TOC^ I ^ CTO TO?t *£ 15 ^ ’5i 5^ crorfl TO® ?TOt sitoto ^ 

?? I ?tol? ??Ts^^ TO ?T ^tol <3 ^ ?TOTOC? ^ ?TO I 

WTTTO# ^ «ITO? #TO TOTO?s | ®fTOTOC«f? ?C?T ’ftoto? 
^ i^ef® va ^srtoTMT TO 'SC^, CTO? TOt ®Fr’^«f? ??J CTOs c^T’tTTO 
^SJ^Pf? ?C5 I TOTOTOf? C?TO5'8 ^ ?C5C^ I ^ ^ i£PR TO ?®I ?l 



^ <?r ^ wnihi 

CTOI V^ ^ C^Tf^ «f^«f I ^ i£|<P|'5'C<'^ 

Tf^^rK^fTO Tt^tTO^ (OT*m, WTf%? ^smTf^^ 

^gcgf^c^ ^ *^^ I ^sft^ ^TO5i csfcn 'str ^srsfg ^’ft^n 

I WH05 ^ ^£1^ 

'6w fijl^Pf^C'^^l ^^C'®l SiR)*j»Pivs •Tt'8 ^.C?l ^l^c.'o I 

^ ^ c5t w®t, fi(«w >5J^ #fw ^(^50 ^ ^fpin?T^ 2(^, fi€!Tr® ^5n?=Rs ^ 
'Q iif%®T ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ cTOi ^'8 nt'STn "Jinif^, 1%^ c™ 

(?imiwn:’B<3 \ ^simt TO’IT fro (otH «iR^ ff^ ^sr^^nf 

'0?P^ f^'Q W —^£1^ TfT I ^£1^ ^ 'S WRJ 

(il^viiTM ^51^ I 

^Tfu? ‘’5^ 'STC^ 's ^«utfw c*ws 

^ I ^ *jm«n <£1^ (?[, ^ T#I®T 'Q W ^£1^ I 

fifm ajf^ c^rr^ cro ^ c’^H^tw ^ 'srf^ %5 r i 

fiftw 5fn:^i, ^rf^cvo ^ ^ ^cro, ^ ^ wt^, 

1?tPi^itw®T, ^snsim?, ^ ^ ’tw I 

^ I ^31W ^ 1^ W'Q % ^£3 'Q fiff^f^ iR^ 

Sf?t^ ^1%^ I ^ ^ 7p>*jcf ^ ^ I 

c^ '8 %fc«t^ TO ^ cTOf • c^ ^tsmi c^^iwra 

C^*n OTSfT ^ I ^ ^RJ ^(f^3Rt '8 ^llajJWI? SIGH'S?*! | 

w togt? sfrora ^tsiTGR c®nTO!'8 to 

I '£it ^5 r^ t^TO tosr totor to ^ TO^m %n i ^ 
TOt*lT mi Wf^ TOf TOft, TO© 

TO '8 Tite? f5f%^ M*rm ^ to i 

i|^ ^ >Q \5j|^H^J TO I TO '8 t#I5t Tf^5t^ to 

GI ^R)'S3So 1 i£J^m^TO I 

i^p|c?^ GflFCSl ^TOltGl? SfCG^ '£Rv C^l^lCi^oil l 

GnTOlft TOT'S ^ toCT TO?rt TOGl ^-■«ll3ITO SfTO TOf| 
^£1^1 ^f^C»H'^l ^??R, sff^iR, ^laj-’lfafTO TO, sT^TO mi 

*lf^W5l (2f% W\'!Km (TO®t TOI? Sf^ITOt I 

i^'5| ^o’^l'8?*i<P'»k<5 W*fR[5}i^ tot CTOlf^ I s|t%f& ^l'8rl*if^<p, TOI, 2flf^ ‘£R?. ■^pw 
GltTOTf’t TO Ti®l«r5^K:^ TO, ^T%TO5^ C^ 



to to? wto’ra i ^5rf»fT^<t ^rnsr ^ 

‘''ft^ toc^ toi wm : 21^, ^f^^ic>j< 

^spni^vsTO, wr ^ ^ "sn^ ^ ■to <2in:^ 

fiftw, f^l^Dn ^<*m—tom to i ^m\m to 

(m, fif'trom fin:5W^ ^ ^^iwf ^s 

^t<i TOfs ^itoH "TOi ^i^foT^ £mn?ra 'sn^uim ■*i1w%® ^r«^i-»ic<p 
'^m ’fto^ c^ TOi CTO to^ I ^rf^n^ 

c^’ttwtc’m ^wfit wsmt '*ich4'5i <t»in?c?j i m?f^Tft ^wTtc’m 

TOc«t ttoc^ to^'^ 7nc¥ (m ^5fp*w, ^ tom 

TO ^srmt TO ?pf^ I 

i£l^vQ vTO?[t TO TOfI, ^ TOC^ ^rto 'S TOC^ ^ to 
^ ^ I TOC^ f^ C^CSC^H, (mc'«t toc^ I TOH 

^TOT sTojHi, Titoti^ tprnmt to c^^ c^ «Tn:^ to to 

TO I ^itom (M-^ TOTOt to CW5 tofi I 

<5 cTOi'Q TOc^ ■^pitoPf —’^to to TO5^ 

wPisif5 Ito (m^ TO^ ^5jT*fm I mwrn ^ito ^^£fc^ ^to cto 

^5ifto*f TO^ I TO tof ‘^'Qm w^ ^ tor 

■TOTc^ to, to^T’fo w ^ ^c® to m I m^'e tor (m, 

5i?j2?t^ ►tPioi 'srt^j^ wr^hi <5jf^’ivs'oiw mf 

^SffSBTf ^oC^ "to (m, fiJW 'srfC’ft 

cTOc^ TOTO ^5M toto I TO tom toi-^ 

’fiTO to^m ^TOTO imc'm to’t toa^o TOfI I 

‘iifto cro toh:^ i 
^ 5lto^ 3F1^ ^TOtTO tomic^ 
c^ TOi^ TO TO I (m W’f® to CTO wi 

■^'8^ T<^m I R8^ TO ^TOto T#R^ CTO ^TOt 

TO ^ CTOS P4|H TO ^5[f%to '«i'9 £(TO TO list "to cs^ 
^ mfc^ 1 (m»f-tofC*m ■3^iTO^ C5^ ^smiTO wft 

TO^ '51^ I (£) tot TO ‘^ITO? TO, ‘W ^ ^ 

wm TO TO I ^^5 ?ItTO ^ tojft TO I 

^fto TOTTO^'m ^ R5TO ^ Wiltolt lilto £fT5nTO^«T 

toTO5T(to^toT) I 



7m sfm 7Tn:»m, sims 

fifrsrr«tm«f cewsuh i 

wrm 

^S ^iTWi, gfC^, 7m 1^ Riij l ^?l 

^8 ^tf^>p^psrR, efc^FR, f^n, T^ifm 

^8 7PRm#m^, m %if^, wtrt 

W8 ‘flRTSP ’ri^TFRS, 7m 

^8 c^, writri ^i¥r^'4»j vQ 

^8 c^ ^ c^rns^, wirf sfc^p^, t^n, 7m t^’jifwm 

^8 ’*11^ ^ ^mr, wn^ t^n, 7m R^R^riR^ 

■BRR ^RR rIR^'^'S ^3[5IR, 

smsR ^ ^im 

C’M m:?R I 2|Rt«lPR«t (?!^^ 'S Rri ^ 

I wr 's 2fmi«fj ^ «jtt^ 

(miTOs C5r©1^ 51^ ^ I w c<Wf5 wRf^fR? f^ 

<pRr5 Rm7 <pWH; iPl*! '8 '^«tj, RT ^^<?W'5l ^RT C*i^l^ W5*ft, 

m w^ tRuf>n (tr i smsra ^ c^ fRi?f«t r^ort *^t ’im RRft 

I ^ 'fipwsi ^5n?m RRu sTTO^ (mt wur ^ i 
CRRRR R’tRJ, >8^ TOtR^ <?0 RTO hRlC^W RTO 
smsR ^#C5R RsjRr (ym i ^<3 cRt’t c<?nm;^ ^k ^5iR^?»f 
cwi^ ^^^^8 I ^ ^sTOT RRR n%?i 

CTO IWT ’^rsRiro R?.rRRR ^Km cmn rrc^ i Rtrwhr ^ 

RWR 'ilt ’iRf^ 2RS^ ^ (RRt Rc?iR51 I RRT RR CR, ^ho(t 

RKSR ^ cTOf& R’®!^ <»n'8Tn Rtte Rt i ’fSfR to?i ^ ^sfm\ sm^ 

CTO R^af^ R# I Rs^ fiffRlTORR RJRiI^ W3R R®R ^ rRtR 

RmrcRR ’W^rnit i rRtr r^sjcjr c5^ r^r^icr crh ^ 17m c’tc^c^ 

^ R^ ^ I (m^rwr cro?^ r?i i ^ cro tir 

RRI ‘ij^ cTO^ cTOT^ ^<ir<m Rr, « mroR ^rr cs^ 

^^rRs ^SPT^ R^^Q?^ RR I RICRR ff& mCRRCRR ^ r 1^ i®fC® 

to ^RR%I rRTOR *R'Q ^ ’ft'SRt RRR I »iRI '^RRsRf Rltc^ TOC5 I 
RTRT RIR R# I m TOfCR^ RTO I CTO SIRTTORR RsRf^ 
RvR^RWR R^ '8 ^ ^RR ^SfRJ ^t?R WfSR '8 ^J'8» RR I 8m?R 





%Ji? f^t5T»fT^ ^miTO 
^ t^, m cwi^ WT I ‘'itffir ^ ^ift 

^rnsfiM I ^sRjHT CT^rrc^'Q ^ 'sr^ i 

€(f^ 'Q (OT ^CTO I c*l^ ^ «ff^ ^ "WT 

vij^o ^S|cfv(^; ’f|Wt.1<l C^ f^ 'Srf^^ ^ v£)«p»iVS?W WHt I 

<^f^(I»ij l^fTO %r ^ (71 1 

?s|<c^ ^5rgR*n (m i ^ ^ ^n^m9\ 

^S(\m ^ fell^, ^5TW M, '3 C^*tf^ 'QiF^‘^4 

^srgf^ i^cTO i ^n?*n?ritTf, wt^, ^sn^, ^s 
^(7*fn7T%i 'oTO wlR»^ 'S ^TT^ ^STC^'Q TO ^^’•qh W i£R^ 5^:^ 
c>\'>\c<^ ^ OTf ^3’?R's I m\ ^ \ 

SfprfsfTOl 'Q R(i<lt>*i| 4W C^IH C'^H 'iPl'l <F>iq| ^w 

(7T (7^^ 'aijaq^ql R(.«1«i'©|c<q cTJpj C?r^'*lf^ <(IC'0 ^(,®1<1 ^ | 

‘q^s^K.'i fiftn «TN lPl«1 "Q ^^JlfW ^c?(C^ I 

i£i^ Cv5^ i>(^ ^fTO ^ I ^rf^ 's ^^(ri1% ^TO <i'rw ?c?f I 
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c^c’^n:^, %f ^i^icwii ^ fiif% ^c«rc*ij 

23^ '6 ^n^f?[^ f^'Sa^l ^’R ^ 

^srmt cpfc^ ^ I 








^sjMcvi-sj 'q srf^fert 
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'iRK c^n^TO?! sm’—‘'W& 
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TOic^c-t (?Ht^tfl% ‘>i?rf^ c^'b 

certTOom s(^yr^ ^Rartfs^ ^ i voi 's c^rr^wr?! 

^5if<w*n?^ si^ aj^cf^ 'sugf^ ’ttfTO^ ^ 

Tt^tTO^[C^ Sl1% ^<=T ^ I -sn^ am i'b 

c5HHtt^% ^sn^i^cr ^ 'sn^ c5R»f ^ f^r«it»i 

v8 (£1^ >ff|C^\6 ^CTO I t?[% 

1^w»f (T^t%?r5 c5R*m 


Otw ^WWR6T fiRslt^ ^ t*R'5^ '6 ^'©N'H ’^RQ 

^CTO I C«R^ ^o ^cBM< 1 ^1% -^CTO^TIt^ GSfte^ 

%r ^5r®j® <©^^4 (^g ii© - i«\) i c««r^ 
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>i^i<i|l1«iw ^ ■^t?TR»f*R^ ft^ cpm ^'s wrft 

^??r(f^ ^ 'STR^ff^ m TOf|5^ W C<R?P^ I 

2(^ ^ b- CSI (<^g ^yjjtr - 'S'S'O) I TOWm ^ 

CT (^s - :>q) I i£)TO win, nif4«i-R5^i cnm ntf¥n fR^ 

%ns (iRi sr*I^ 

TOW © (?Tt^swm ^ I 


wn^ ’TRfRn^ nt^TOfTO ^«^cn 's;^ w®i g3% 

'Q f^'Q fwn sr^ 'q 

c 9R^ I ww ^1^’, ‘c^ymror f^Rnit^iii 

^if^’, ‘nt?5TRn*r ww ^ 



^ ^ ^ W51 ^ 

W?RI ^IW^ 'Q?p^«3ff % ibr (711’^ C<^ Ml^ 

src^f ^i^^ir3r<p (^8 (bo^ - (?i) I i£i^ ^«iw Ti^^iiwm 
7r»ns % 5tte=i^ sim ^ciig«i (^g (^si - 8;i.) i 
'» ’ 5 ; ^ t ^ 's fet^ sifW 2tf^ >0 ^ ^??n(M €n:*f 

2(W, 'Q ^<*IPn3^ t£l >igwPtV6 I 

'*fc9ii ^ 1^*11w 'Stw ^fs?rg 'si3®n®ni 

i"*! vQ ^ 'si^'fm %pf 

^if^, '0 8(Fi^*f3i t^n?*fW8 ^mu^ 

srf^C^Wf^ ?TW5 I ^ '0 WIK^ ^s\w\ 

^ wRj ^ ^snspr^f ^ w ^ ' 

^ ^ 'o?F^<2< ^0 ^tt»fi ^??n ^ cwt 

^C?fC^ I 
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GOVERNMENT OF THE PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC OF BANGLADESH 
MINISTRY OF INFORMATION AND BROADCASTING, DACCA 
No. 51/2/78-Dev/231, dated 18-7-1978. 

RESOLUTION 


In connection with the Writing and Printing the History of Bangladesh 
War of Liberation, the Government have been pleased to constitute an 
Authentication Committee for the Project "Writing and Printing of a History 
of Bangladesh War of Liberation" with the following members : 


1. Dr. Maflzullah Kabir 

2. Professor Salahuddin Ahmed 

3. Dr. Safar Ali Akanda 

4. Dr. Enamul Huq 

5. Mr. K. M. Mohsin 

6. Dr. Shamsul Huda Harun 

7. Dr. Ahmed Sharif 

8. Dr. Anisuzzaman 

9. Mr. Hasan HaOzur Rahman 


Pro-Vice-Chancellor, Dacca University. 

Chairman, Department of History, 
Jahangir Nagar University. 

Director, Institute of Bangladesh 
Studies, Rajshahi. 

Director, Dacca Museum. 

Associate Prof., Deptt. of History, 
Dacca University. 

Associate Prof., Deptt. of Political 
Science, Dacca University. 

Prof. & Chairman, Deptt. of Bengali, 
Dacca University. 

Prof., Deptt. of Bengali, Chittagong 
University. 

O.S.D., History of Bangladesh War of 
Liberation Project. 


The following shall be the terms of reference of the Committee : 

(a) To verify, endorse and authenticate the collected data and documents 
to be included in the History of Bangladesh War of Liberation. 

(b) To determine validity and price of documents are required for the 
purpose. 


SYED ASGARALI 
Section Officer 



GOVERNMENT OF THE PEOPLE’S REPUBLIC OF BANGLADESH 
MINISTRY OF INFORMATION AND BROADCASTING, DACCA 

No. 51/2/78-Dev/10493(25), dated 13-2-1979. 

RESOLUTION 

In partial modification of Resolution issued under No. 51/2/78-Dev/231, 
dated 18-7-78, Govt, have been pleased to reconstitute an Authentication 
Committee for the Project "Writing and Printing of a History of Bangladesh 


War of Liberation" with the following members : 

1. Dr. Mofizullah Kabir Pro-Vice Chancellor, Chairman 

Dacca University. 

2. Prof. Salahuddin Ahmed Chairman, Deptt. of History, Member 

Jahangir Nagar University. 

3. Dr. Anisuzzaman Prof., Deptt. of Bengali, Member 

Chittagong University. 

4. Dr. Safar All Akanda Director, Institute of Member 

Bangladesh Studies, Rajshahi. 

5. Dr. Enamul Huq Director, Dacca Museum. Member 

6. Mr. K. M. Mohsin Associate Prof., Deptt. of Member 

History, Dacca University. 

7. Dr. Shamsul Huda Harun Associate Prof., Deptt. of Political Member 

Science, Dacca University. 

8. Dr. K. M. Karim Director, National Library and Member 

Archieves, Dacca. 


9. Mr. Hasan Haiizur Rahman O.S.D, History of Bangladesh Member-Secy 

War of Liberation Project. 

2. The following shall be the terms of reference of the Committee: 

(a) To verify, endorse and authenticate the collected data and documents to be 
included in the History of Bangladesh War of Liberation. 

(b) To determine validity and price of documents are required for the purpose. 


M. A. SALAM KHAN 
Section Officer 
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TEXT OF THE RESOLUTION MOVED BY THE PRIME MINISTER 
OF INDIA IN THE PARLIAMENT ON MARCH 31,1971 

"This House expresses its deep anguish and grave concern at the 
recent developments in East Bengal. A massive attack by armed forces, 
despatched from West Pakistan has been unleashed against the entire 
people of East Bengal with a view to suppressing their urges and 
aspirations. 

Instead of respecting the will of the people so unmistakably 
expressed through the election in Pakistan in December 1970, the 
Government of Pakistan has chosen to flout the mandate of the people. 

The Government of Pakistan has not only refused to transfer power 
to legally elected representatives but has arbitrarily prevented the 
National Assembly from assuming its rightful and sovereign role. The 
people of East Bengal are being sought to be suppressed by the naked 
use of force, by bayonets, machine guns, tanks, artillery and aircraft. 

The Government and people of India have always desired and 
worked for peaceful, normal and fraternal relations with Pakistan. 
Howevei, situated as India is and bound as the poeple of the sub¬ 
continent are by centuries old ties of history, culture and tradition, this 
House cannot remain indifferent to the macabre tragedy being enacted so 
close to our border. Throughout the length and breadth of our land, our 
people have condemned, in unmistakable terms the atrocities now being 
perpetrated on an unprecedented scale upon an unarme and innocent 
people. 

This House expresses its profound sympathy for and solidarity with 
the people of East Bengal in their struggle for a democratic way of life 

Bearing in mind the permanent interests which India has in peace, 
and committed as we are to uphold and defend human rights, this House 
demands immediate cessation of the use of force and the massacre of 
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defenceless people. This House calls upon all peoples and Governments 
of the world to take urgent and constructive steps to prevail upon the 
Government of Pakistan to put an end immediately to the systematic 
decimation of people which amounts to genocide. 

This House records its profound conviction that the historic upsurge 
of the 75 million people of East Bengal will triumph. The House wishes 
to assure them that their struggle and sacrifices will receive the whole 
hearted sympathy and support of the people of India." 
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CHINA’S OPEN SUPPORT' TO YAHYA WONT DETER US : PM 

(From Our Lucknow Office) 

LUCKNOW, Apr. 13. Prime Minister Indira Gandhi today warned 
that India would not remain a silent spectator to the happenings in 
Bangladesh and declared that China's "open support' to West Pakistan's 
military regime against Bangladesh would not affect the country's stand 
on the issue. 

Addressing a press conference here, Mrs. Gandhi said, "We take 
decisions independently and our attitude does not depend on the actions 
of others". 

Asked whether the Government would accord recognition to the 
provisional Government of Bangladesh, Mrs. Gandhi said the matter 
would receive due consideration. Replying to another question whether 
the war in Bangladesh was "an imperial war" by West Pakistan, Mrs. 
Gandhi said use of strong words would not help. 

Mrs. Gandhi felt that developments in East Bengal might have their 
effects in other parts of the country. People residing in East Bengal and 
India had blood relations and it was but natural for Indians to have their 
sympathies with the people of East Bengal. 

Commenting over the election results in Pakistan, Mrs. Gandhi said 
Awami League leader Sheikh Mujibur Rahman's leadership would have 
paid rich dividends to both the countries, and their relations would have 
improved. 

She said what had happened in Bangladesh had now actually 
changed everything and this could only be described as bad luck for both 
the countries. 

In an obvious reference to Ceylon and other neighbouring countries. 
Mrs. Gandhi said what was happening there might have their indirect 
repercussions in this country as well. 

She declined to reply any further questions on Bangladesh remarking 
that she would not like to add anything further than what she had said on 
earlier occasions. 

Later, addressing a Congress (R) legislators meeting here, Mrs. 
Gandhi said although we should not interfere in the internal matters of 



other countries, what was happening in East Bengal could not be 
described as purely internal affairs of Pakistan. 

Mrs. Gandhi was given a tumultuous reception by the people of her 
constituency on her first visit after the mid-term poll. 

The Prime Minister had a busy day meeting local citizens, 
addressing a seminar on district economic problems, and also opening a 
State roadways bus terminal station. 

Accompanied by the U. P. Chief Minister, Mr. Kamlapati Tripathi 
and some of his Cabinet colleagues Mrs. Gandhi arrived here by 
helicopter from Lucknow. The Union Minister of State for Parliamentary 
Affairs, Mr. Om Mehta, and Mr. Uma Shanker Dikshit, also came with 
her. 
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PAK DEVELOPMENTS WILL ULTIMATELY AFFECT INDIA 

— Mrs. Gandhi 

(From Our Special Representative) 

NEW DELHI, May 6—Mrs. Gandhi said today that India could not 
shut its eyes to whatever was happening in East Pakistan "for it is bound 
eventually to affect this country and its economy." 

The Prime Minister made a reference to the stream of refugees 
pouring into India from East Pakistan while inaugurating a conference of 
the District Congress Committee Presidents and General Secretaries. 

She said a large number of evacuees—about two million—had 
crossed into this country. 

They would go back when fighting stopped in East Pakistan. 
Meanwhile, she hoped that people all over the country would help them. 
"We have not only to look after the evacuees at present but also see that 
they go back to their homes after the war is over there." Mrs. Gandhi 
said that a central Assistance Committee headed by Mr. M. C. Setalvad, 
had already been established to help the evacuees. 

Mrs. Gandhi said that "a new burden had come on this country" as a 
result of what is happening across the border. Developments in East 
Pakistan were bound to have great impact not only on West Bengal but 
on the whole country. 
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Statement by Ambassador S. Sen, Permanent Representative of 
India to the United Nations in the Social Committee of the Economic 
and Social Council on Agenda item 5(a) 

Report of the Commission on Human Rights on May 12,197 

Mr. Chairman, 

My delegation considers it appropriate to participate in the 
discussion on this important subject. The current report of the 
Commission indicates in a most explicit manner that the problem of 
adequate protection of all human rights is still a serious one. Indeed, the 
report reflects the concern expressed in paragraph 8 of the 
Commemorative Declariation adopted at the 25th Session of the General 
Assembly. The relevant sentence reads: "Although some progress has 
been achieved, serious violations of human rights are still being 
committed against individuals and groups in several regions of the 
world. We pledge ourselves to a continued and determined struggle 
against all violations of the rights and fundamental freedoms of human 
beings, by eliminating the basic causes of such violations, by promoting 
universal respect for the dignity of all people without regard to race, 
colour, sex, language or religion, and in particular through greater use of 
the facilities provided by the United Nations in accordance with the 
Charter". 

The Charter itself in Articles 1(3), 55(c) and 56, speaks of 
international co-operation for ensuring greater exercise of human rights. 
In 1968, which was declared as the International Year for "Human 
Rights, the United Nations, published a booklet entitled. 'Human Rights 
—A Compilation of International Instruments of the United Nations". In 
the last page of this booklet is given a list of 34 instruments dealing with 
Human Rights. Apart from this list, during the last three years various 
other documents, declarations and resolutions have also been adopted. 
For instance, I should mention the Declaration of Social Progress and 
Development adopted in 1969, the Declaration of the 25th session to 
which I have already referred, the Declaration on Principles of 
International Law concerning Friendly Relations and Co-operation 
among States in accordance with the Charter of the United Nations — all 
these were adopted about only six month ago. Furthermore, the 



Proclamation of Teheran on Human Rights is also irrelevant. So also is 
the Geneva Convention of 1949 relative to the protection of civilian 
persons in times of war. In addition, the General Assembly adopted last 
year four resolutions 2674, 2675, 2676 and 2677, all of them dealing 
with the question of human rights in armed conflicts. India has been a 
member of the Human Rights Commission all throughout the 
Commission's existence and has expressed concern to the Commission 
and to the other appropriate forums of the United Nations about all 
large-scale and organised violations of human rights. All the instrurpents 
I have cited make provisions for discussing the violations of human 
rights wherever they may occur. The Proclamation of Teheran, adopted 
unanimously in May 1968, in paragraph 5 says : 

"7’he primary aim of the United Nations in the sphere of human rights is 
the achievements by each individual of the maximum freedom and 
dignity. For the realisation of this objective, the laws of every 
country should grant each individual, irrespective of race, 
language, religion or political belief, freedom of expression, of 
information, of conscience and of religion, as well as the right to 
participate in the political, economic, cultural and social life of his 
country." 

Unless, therefore, the international community is prepared to examine 
violations of such obligations undertaken by States and take 
whatever remedial measures may be necessary, all that we have 
said for the protection of human rights and fundamental freedoms 
becomes a mockery. This view has repeatedly been expressed in 
different forums of the united Nations on many occasions and I am 
particularly glad to see that Pakistan, through its distinguished 
representative Ambassador Agha Shahi, while speaking on 
violations of human rights in colonial Africa and Palestine, stated 
on this way very item of the agenda at the meeting of the Social 
Committee held on May 20, 1970; 

"There would be and have been other situations in which massive 
violations of human rights take place which call for examination, 
investigation and report, if the obligatory provisions of the Charter of 
the United Nations in regard to human rights and fundamental freedoms 
are not to become a subject of mockery and purely of academic debates." 

It is in this context and with the greatest anguish the Government of 
India wish to bring to your attention a current example of violation of 
human rights on an unprecedented scale in our age of many millions of 
people. In bringing this to your notice, the foremost consideration which 



my country has in mind is the need for urgent humanitarian relief 
measures for these millions of people—many of whom have been 
coming into India in ever-growing numbers as refugees. The problem 
has assumed such proportions and the sufferings of these people have 
been so enormous that it cannot be a matter of international concern. 

In order to understand this tragic human problem it is necessary to 
explain its causes. This will make it possible for the world community to 
appreciate the consequences that have followed and to consider urgent 
measures in order to reduce, if not remove, the suffering of millions of 
people. 

1 

The Government of Pakistan have accepted or supported most the 
Declarations, Resolutions and Conventions on Human Rights and it must 
be a matter of deep concern to the international community that in recent 
weeks these international obligations have been breached as a result of 
massive military actions taken in East Bengal. I do not consider it 
necessary, at this stage at any rate, to analyse in depth and detail, the 
unfortunate events that have taken place in that region. The facts are 
well-known, and basically it is the accumulated frustration of the East 
Bengalis and the inequalities which they have suffered over the years 
that have brought about a most tragic situation. These frustrations and 
injustices, which by themselves could constitute major violations of the 
many documents I have cited, have led to the present chain of gruesome 
events in East Bengal. Until late in March this year our hope was that 
these manmade difficulties would be removed by taking into account the 
freely expressed wishes of the East Bengalis. But this was not to be the 
entire democratic process was reversed and a military campaign was 
launched to wip out the political consciousness and activities in East 
Bengal. In a broadcast statement on March 26 the President of Pakistan 
said, among other things : 

"I have decided to ban all political activities throughtout the 
country. As for the Awami League it is completely banned as a 
political party. 1 have also decided to impose a complete press 
censorship. Martial law regulations will very shortly be issued in 
pursuance of these decisions." 

In this context I should like to draw the attention of the Committee 
to the main provisions of the Declaration of Human Rights, a document 
fully accepted by Pakistan. Article 3 of this Declaration reads ; 
"Everyone has a right to life, liberty and security of person". The 
repressive measures adopted in East Bengal have denied this right. 



Article 5 reads : "No one shall be subjected to torture or to cruel, in 
human or degrading treatment or punishment". The reports which have 
appeared in the international press prove conclusively that this right has 
been flouted. Provisions of articles 7, 8, 9, 12, 13, 17, 18. 19, 20 and 21 
have similarly been brushed aside. I could, Mr. Chairman, select any 
document relating to Human Rights to which Pakistan has given its 
support in different degrees and show without a shadow of doubt that 
almost all its principal provisions have been broken. 

The wild destruction of life and property of the people of East 
Bengal who belong to different ethnic, linguistic and cultural 
background, by the West Pakistani army has been in contravention of 
Article 2 of the Convention approved and proposed for signature and 
ratifiction by the General Assembly on 9th December, 1948 [Resolution 
260-A-(III)] Pakistan is a party to this Convention without reservations. 
Similarly the declaration of Martial Law, with its most stringent 
regulations which would inflict death penalty almost on any East Bengali 
who does not strictly adhere to their draconian severity, has extinguished 
freedoom of opinion, freedom of association and other freedoms which 
have been considered fundamental by the United Nations. 

Article 3 of the Geneva Convention of August 12, 1949 deals with 
protection of civilian life in conflicts not of international character. It 
specifically prohibits violence to life of any person in particular, murder 
of all kinds mutilation, cruel treatment and torture. It also forbids 
outrage of personal dignity in particular inhuman and degrading 
treatment. It further bans "the passing of sentences and the carrying out 
executions without previous judgement pronounced by a regularly 
constituted court, affording all the judicial guarantees which are 
recognised as indispensible by civilized peoples". All these provisions of 
the Convention have been callously violated. It is strange that the 
Government of Pakistan have not even paid the slightest heed to the 
appeal made in this regard by the International Commission of Jurists. I 
should like to read to the committee tests of their telegrams. The 
telegram of April 2, 1971 states ; 

"The International Commission of Jurists deeply anxious about the 
tragic events in East Pakistan. Request all possible steps to reduce death 
roll and urge moderation and the respect of lay in the treatment for 
political prisoners". 

The telegram of April 15 states : 

"Further to (our) telegram of the 2nd April, the International 
Commission of Jurists deplores the reported intention to establish special 



military tribunals to try the Awami League leaders. Respectfully urge 
that proceedings before the normal civilian courts will alone satisfy 
international opinion that the rule of law is observed. 

The International commission of Jurists has always disapproved of 
the establishment of special tribunals to try political opponents for 
alleged political offences. There is nothing easier than to give a 
semblance of legality to the assassination of political opponents by 
having them condemned by special tribunals which lack the 
independence and respect for legal principles of a properly constituted 
court of legally trained judges. If Sheikh Mujibur Rahman or other 
Awami League leaders have committed any offence under the law of 
Pakistan, there is no reason why they should not be brought before the 
internationally respected civilian courts of the country". 

In these circumstances we consider that international opinion, which 
has already been incensed and shoked, should be expressed in no 
uncertain manner through this Committee, as the Economic and Social 
Council is the properly constituted organ of the United Nations 
concerned with human rights and fundamental freedoms. The large-scale 
massacre, senseless killings of unarmed civilians, including women and 
children, brutalities and atrocities committed on a massive scale, 
widespread burning and destruction of property and the multitude of 
indignities inflicted on the people of East Bengal constitute a problem of 
such magnitude that international conscience must be roused and 
international efforts must be made to restore some semblance of civilised 
existence in this part of the world. 

11 

But there are other consequences of this massive suppression of 
Human Rights which also should be brought to the attention of the 
Committee. As a result of the military action taken in East Bengal, the 
number of regfugees into India has already exceeded 1.8 million people. 
The precise figure as reported to Delhi on May 3 by the Indian 
authorities near the frontier was 1,481,101. This figure has since 
increased considerably. By May 3, 141,588 refugees have entered Assam 
and Meghalaya (an Eastern State in India); 102,205 of these are in 
camps while 39,383 are outside camps. 1,200,962 refugees have entered 
West Bengal; 532,675 of these are in camps, while 668,287 are outside 
camps. 136,532 refugees have entered Tripura; 101,532 of these are in 
camps while 35,000 are outside camps. 2,019 refugees have entered 
Bihar. Thus the total number of refugees in camps is 738,431 and outside 
camps 742<v670 on May 3. We have set up 156 camps and have 
approached the Secretary-General and other U. N. agencies such as the 



and have approached the Secretary-General and other U. N. agencies 
such as the UNHCR, UNICEF, World Food Programme, World Health 
Organisation. Apart from these, the Catholic Relief Organisation, 
CARITAS, is initiating action. 

I am glad to say that other efforts, both national and international, 
are being made to help the refugees. Many of these refugees are women 
and children who have been forced to leave their homes and villages 
under severest pressure and in most difficult conditions This large influx 
which continues to grow daily is a I have already pointed out, the result 
of Pakistan's atrocities in East bengal; such a large number would not 
leave their homes and come to India unless they have no other option but 
to undertake a perilous journey with little food and hardly any personal 
belongings. Until the return of normalcy to East Bengal, we have, purely 
on humanitarian grounds, given shelter to these hungry, helpless and 
oppressed refugees—a very few of them have even adequate clothes 
and many of them are suffering from disease and starvation. It is the 
duty of the Pakistan Government to stop their repression and create 
normal conditions under which the safe return of the refugees could be 
ensured. Until then Pakistan should be held responsible for their safe 
return to east Bengal, Meanwhile, we shall do our best to look after them 
while they are fleeing from an oppressive regime and are in need of 
food, shelter and medical attention. But the amount of relief needed is of 
such a magnitude that no Government in the world can be expected to 
bear the strain alone. A most sustand international effort becomes, 
therefore, necessary to look after these unfortunate people. We are most 
anxious that these refugees should return home as soon as possible. In 
order to look after them, while they are still with us, we will gladly 
accept such aid as may be offered by other Governments and national as 
well as international organisations. This again is a matter of direct 
concern of the Economic and Social Council and we hope that the 
Council will appreciate this problem and endorse this appeal. 

m 

Yet another consequence of the action taken by the Pakistan 
Government in East Bengal relates to the distruption of economic life 
there. With the expulsion of all the foreign press correspondents since 
the end of March—now I believe 5 or 6 selected pressmen have been 
allowed to go to East Bengal for escorted tours—details of the economic 
conditions will not be known to the outside world for many months to 
come. The outbreak of violence has casued complete distruption of 
transport and distribution systems and other essential services. Since 
East Bengal depends on the import of a substantial quantity of 
foodgrains to sustain its large population even at a purely subsistence 



level the distruption in economic life evident during the present crisis 
has only compounded the havoc already caused a few months back by a 
disastrous cyclone. Since the military action also coincided with the 
planting leason, the coming harvest would be adversely affected. Under 
these conditions famine is a possibility and this would usually be 
accompanied by a further increase of epidemics and diseases. Famine, 
conditions in East Bengal would lead to several more millions of 
refugees fleeing to India. Famine and epidemic in East Bengal can have 
their repercussions in India as these do not respect any international 
boundaries. A situation where millions of refugees continue to pour into 
India with all the attendant problems and sufferings can only lead to 
tension and instability in the region. It should, therefore, be a matter of 
urgent international concern to put an end to the further influx of 
refugees from East Bengal into India. This can be achieved only if the 
uncil Cocan ensure that Pakistan accepts international relief 
organisations to help the needy East Bengalis urgently and in a most 
effective manner. Organised international relief operations alone would 
be able to remove the consequences of the large scale disruptions of 
economic life caused by the current crisis. 

It is extraordinary that in these circumstances the Government of 
Pakistan has not only disallowed the International Red Cross team which 
went to Karachi from proceeding to East Bengal but has not to the best 
of our knowledge responded to many offers of help. As early as April 1, 
U Thant said that he was “very much concerned about the loss of life 
and human suffering resulting from the recent developments in East 
Pakistan" and added that "if the Government of Pakistan asked the 
Secretary-General to assist in humanitarian efforts, he would be happy to 
do everything in his power to help" The response to this gesture by the 
Secretary-General has just been released—briefly it says 'NOT YET'. In 
this context we agree with comments made in the New York Times 
editorial this morning. It says inter alia "Contrary to bland assurances 
which continue to emanate from West Pakistan spokesmen, the situation 
is unquestionably desperate, and will require large scale international 
relief effort if a tragedy of major proportions is to be averted, We also 
believe that many other Governments and international organisations 
have offered to help but without any reaction from Pakistan Government 
which cotinues to say that there is enough food in the country". Only a 
few months ago, a most violent cyclone devastated some parts of East 
Bengal. At that time, in many Committees and other forums of the 
United Nations, resolutions were passed for working out a machinery for 
emergency relief in natural disasters. Then, Pakistan appealed widely for 
help: many countries, including my own, generously responded to this 
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appeal. Yet it is ironical that then tragedies have accumulated^ Pakistan 
claims that it has enough food. 

In the face of this, the first essential step would be for the Economic 
and Social Council to ask Pakistan to immediately indicate its consent so 
that concrete plans for organised and well co-ordinated action 
programme for relief work can be finalised under U. N. auspices. Since 
the Secretary-General, U Thant, has already offered to extend all 
possible humanitarian help, he should have a vital responsibility in the 
organisation of such an international humanitarian relief effort. 

We hope and trust that there would b no temptation to deny the basic 
necessities of life and services to the East Bengalis in order to crush their 
desire to achieve their legitimate aspirations. They have suffered enough 
and in their hour of trial they will doubtless remember who cared, and 
deeply cared, and who simply stood and stared. 
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BANGLADESH STRUGGLE WILL NOT GO IN VAIN : PM 

AGARTALA, May 15 : THE Prime Minister, Mrs. Indira Gandhi, 
today expressed the hope that the struggle of the people of Bangladesh 
would not go in vain. They would ultimately achieve independence and 
form a democratic Government. 

Mrs. Gandhi, who was addressing a huge gathering at Mohanpur, 
about 25 Km. from here, said India would welcome the formation of a 
democratic Government in East Bengal and would have friendly 
relations with it. 

As in India, elections had been held in East Bengal also, but 
unfortunately the people there were not allowed to form their own 
Government, which could remove poverty from their land. 

LIMITED RESOURCES 

The Prime Minister expressed the hope that people both in India and 
East Bengal would follow the democratic way and guard themselves 
against the poison of communalism in the interest of their respective 
nations. 

Mrs. Gandhi said; "We must do our best to help our brothers and 
sisters who have crossed into India. But we have limited resources". 

The Prime Minister said that what was supposed to be Pakistan's 
internal affair, had now become a problem for India. 

Referring to the overwhelming task of looking after millions of 
evacuees, she said the heavy influx of refugees would no doubt be a 
terrible burden on the country's economy, but it was not a concern of any 
particular State in India. The Centre would bear the full "responsibility 
of tackling the problem she said" 

She expressed the hope that these people would soon be able to go 
back to their homeland as peace was restored there and their own 
Government formed. 

In Tripura Mrs. Gandhi visited evacuee camps at Narsinghgarh, 
Mohanbari and Simna where the enquired about the food and living 
conditions of the displaced persons. 

Earlier speaking at Udharband, a refugee camp near Silchar in 
Assam, Mrs. Gandhi said that the entire country shared the grief and 



suffering of the people of Bangladesh and India would do everything 
withing its means to alleviate their suffering.- 

Mrs. Gandhi was visibly moved by the tale of woe narrated by the 
evacuees. 

About 25,000 evacuees are housed in the Udharband refugee camp. 

Mrs. Gandhi regretted that Pakistan was attempting to foment 
communal trouble in India and cautioned the people to remain vigilant. 



(THIt '&if^ c^U-ainJH i‘)C5r, iJ?>a^ 

2fwit WIT1?I 'S’f^ 

^5JtC?fT^ ___ 

NO RECOGNITION AT WRONG TIME : PM STRESS ON 
REFUGEE RELIEF PROBLEMS 

(By Our Special Representative) 

The Prime Minister, Mrs. Indria Gandhi, made it clear at a brief 
meeting with reporters at Dum Dum airport on Sunday that the much- 
talked-about issue of giving recognition to the Bangladesh Government 
was not as much an immediate problem with the Union Government as 
one might think. 

She said the main consideration was whether such recognition by the 
Union Government would help the Bangladesh people. "I think it will 
not help them much and recognition should not be given at the wrong 
time," she added. 

The Prime Minister was apparently annoid when a reporter asked her 
if she was waiting for some other countries to recongnize the 
Bangladesh Government. She said such questions had been put to her 
several times before. She had always maintained that India had an 
independent policy and did not depend on others in formulating her 
stand on various issues. 

"We happen to be an independent country with an independent 
policy, with very strong views on many subjects under the sun and we 
are not dependent on what others say or do" she added. 

Immediately on her arrival at that airport by an Air Force helicopter 
after her visit to two refugee camps and a hospital at Bongaon the Prime 
Minister held a closed-door meeting with the Chief Minister and the 
Deputy Chief Minister of West Bengal, Mr. AJoy Mukherji and Mr. 
Bijay Singh Nahar Mr. Siddhartha Sarkar Ray, the Union Education 
Minister who travelled with the Prime Minister, was also present at the 
meeting which lasted more than half an hour. 

Mrs. Gandhi flew from Assam to haldibari in the morning and then 
to Dum Dum Airport where she touched down at about 2-15 p.m. Her 
party included Mr. Ray and Miss Padmaja naidu, who is the head of the 
Bangladesh Sahayak Samiti. From Dum Dum the Prime Minister and 
her party went to Bangaon by a helicpter. Another helicopter carried the 
West Bengal Ministers. They came back to Dum Dum a little after 5-30 
p. m. 

The Prime Minister wore a blue sari and a full-sleeve blouse and she 




looked tired. As she came on the first floor of the new airport lounge, she 
asked her attendants to arrange a groundfloor room for an immediate 
conference with Mr. Ajoy Mukherji and Mr. Nahar. Press reporters were 
asked to wait on the first floor lounge. After some time, Miss padmaja 
Naidu was called in at the conference when it discussed relief problems. 

At her meeting with Mr. Ajoy Mukherji and Mr. Nahar. Where Mr. 
Siddhartha Ray was also present problems relating to West Bengal came 
up for discussion. Contacted later, Mr. Nahar said some serious problems 
were discussed but he refused to disclose what transpired at the meeting. 

HUGE PROBLEM 

About her impression regarding the refugee problem, she told 
reporters : "It is a huge problem and we are finding it difficult to deal 
with it. We have a shortage of commodities and in the circumstances, the 
Govenment has done good work". 

She was aware that many were still without shelter and "it takes time 
for articles to come". When asked if any help was expected from 
abroad, she said what one might hope for it. "But nothing much has 
come so far from other countries", she added. She felt that if outside 
assistance in relief material came India would know what was coming 
and from which agencies. 

In reply to a question, the Prime Minister said evacuees would have 
to leave as soon as possible, but 'how soon that will be posible, I do not 
know". She thought that international bodies might create conditions for 
the evacuees to go back to their homeland. 

Commenting on Pakistan's claim that normality had returned in 
Bangladesh as far as the Pakistan Government was concerned, Mrs 
Ghandhi said that it is a very convenient way of achieving normality by 
removing the people and this to my mind is not normality. 

The Union Government was considering proposals for dispersal of 
evacuees from the border areas. Such dispersal the Prime Minister said 
would pose a great problem for Tripura, which was a very small State. 
She said arrangement for giving shelter to the evacuees in other parts of 
the country were being considered. She was not, however, sure if that 
would be possible. 

Asked to comment on the demands by different actions of the 
people as well as by many political parties for arms aid to freedom 
fighters in Bangladesh, Mrs. Gandhi said that she had "no comment no 
reaction". 

Ragarding repatriation of the Indian deplomats from Dhaka, she 
agreed with the suggestion that the issue was deadlocked because of the 
refusal by the Pakistan Government to accept any proposal. 

Mrs. Gandhi said newspapers required to be very cautious in 



publishing news and views. It was possible that enemy agents were 
around. Care should be taken so that the evacuee problem which should 
be treated as a national concern, might not be turned into a communal 
issue. 

She said there had been cases of the Pakistani Army resorting to 
firing across the border into India. In such cases some steps were taken. 
"It might not always be possible, however, to take action," the Prime 
Minister added. 

AT BONGAON 

Our Staff Correspondent adds : Earlier, addressing the Bangladesh 
refugees at Bongaon this afternoon, the Prime Minister said it was a pity 
that certain elements in East Bengal were now trying to give a 
communal colour to the liberation war in Bangladesh. Such attempts 
would only weaken the cause of that country, she added. 

In the afternoon Mrs. Gandhi visited two refugee relief centres at 
Petrapole and Itkhola. She also visited the subdivisional hospital at 
Bongaon and talked to the evacuee patients from Bangladesh who had 
been shot at by Pakistani troops. 

She told the refugees that the liberation war in East Bengal was a 
"war against all kinds of repression and wrongs. Remember, your fight is 
our fight". 

While fighting against injustice and represeion the people of 
Bangladesh had been forced to take shelter in India. "We know that 
despite all our good wishes, you might have to face difficulties here 
because we are not a rich country", she siad. 

Mrs. Gandhi expressed the hope that the refugees would not have to 
suffer long and they would be able to return home soon. She said India 
was a democratic country. Here there was no ill-feeling among the 
Hindus, Muslims. Christians and other communities. She hoped that the 
people of East Bengal would also maintain communal harmony and 
jointly fight their war of liberation. 

At the Petrapole camp, where more than 8,000 refugees were living, 
Mrs. Gandhi gave food to a small girl. She was reported to have lost 
many of her relatives. A 10 years-old boy who had been carrying his 
small sister on his shoulder burst into tears while narrating his story. She 
also talked to a woman whose husband had been shot dead by Pakistani 
troops. 

According to a spokesman of the Bharat Sevasarm, Muslims 
constituted about 40% of the population at the Petrapole camp. Boys and 
girls below the age of eight numbered 2,200. 

Demanding immediate recognition of Bangladesh, a demonstration 



was organized by the supporters of the Democratic Students 
Organisation and the Democratic Youth Organisation when Mrs Gandhi 
landed at Calcutta airport. The demonstrators protested against the 
Union Government's attitude towards Bangladesh. 

Mr. J. C. De, Chairman of the West Bengal branch of the Indian Red 
Cross Society, explained to the Prime Minister, and the Chairman of the 
Indian Red Cross Society, Miss Padmaja Naidu, what the State unit of 
the society was doing in Petrapole and many other centres. 

AT HALDIBARI 

Our Staff Correspondent at Haldibari adds: Referring to 
repeated Pakistani intrusions into Indian territory, the Prime Minister 
said People living near the border "will have to face some risks." She 
said those living close to the border liberately reducing the population of 
East Bengal by expelling the people who had voted for Mr. Mujibur 
Rahman in the last election. 

The local units of the SUC and the Forward Bloc and another 
organisation submitted memoranda to Mrs. Gandhi demanding 
immediate recognition for Bangladesh. 

SUC suporters also staged demonstrations near the helipad and the 
PWD Bungalow where she met the party representatives. 

UNI adds : Mrs. Gandhi invited two West Bengal Ministers to New 
Delhi to discuss relief measures. She sounded the State Health Minister, 
Mr. Jainal Abedin and the PWD Minister, Mr. Santosh Roy, about such a 
discussion. They are expected to leave for New Delhi on Thursday. 
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MRS. GANDHI WARNS PAKISTAN 
INDIA PREPARED FOR ANY EVENTUAUTY 

Big Powers Told of Refugee Problem 

Ranikhet, May 18 —The Prime Minister, Mrs. Indira Gandhi, 
today warned Pakistan that India was not deterred by any of its threats 
and said : "If a situation was forced on us, we are fully prepared to 
fight," reports UNI. 

The Prime Minister who was addressing public meeting, here, 
challenged the Pakistani claim that every thing was normal in East 
Bengal and said of that was the case, Pakistan should immediately call 
back the refugees fleeing to India. 

The refugees pouring into Indian border States had created a major 
problem for India. This would severely affect the country's economic, 
social and political life, she said. 

Mrs. Gandhi appealed to the democratic nations to persuade Pakistan 
to stop its military atrocities in East Bengal. She wanted the international 
community to realize that what began as Pakistan's internal problem was 
gradually becoming an internal problem for India. "The burden is heavy 
on us, but how can we ignore the helpless refugees ?" 

There was practically no room to accommodate the refugees. All the 
hospitals, schools and other public buildings in the border areas of West 
Bengal, Assam, Tripura and Meghalaya were flooded with refugees. 
Nevertheless, Indians would look after the refugees as best as they 
could. She wondered why help was not forthcoming from the rich 
nations for the victims of Pakistani Army. 

PTl adds : India is understood to have informed Western Powers that 
the situation in East Bengal was worsening day by day with social and 
economic consequences for India. Refugees bogged down on the Indian 
side of the border, were creating enormous problems for the country. 

She told them that Pakistan had placed India in an extremely difficult 
position. No country had the right to behave in this way and unless the 
situation improved India would have to consider specific action. 
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WORLD WILL HAVE TO ENSURE REFUGEES' RETURN : RAM 

(By a Staff Reporter) 

At the end of his two-day visit to the Bangladesh refugee camps in 
Assam and West Bengal, the Union Defence Minister, Mr. Jagjivan Ram, 
told newsmen at Petrapol, near Bongaon, on Sunday afternoon that the 
nations of the world would have to consider what other steps could be 
taken to solve the problem created by the "unprecedented" influx of 
evacuees from Bangladesh to India. 

He characterised Pakistan Government's treatment of the people of 
Bangladesh as "barbarous" and the manner of uprooting the millions of 
these people as "a stigma on the entire human history." 

The Minister said : "We have already approached different nations to 
impress upon the Pakistan Government the need for immediately 
creating conditions in East Bengal for the return of the multitude of this 
suffering humanity to its homeland". 

Even after this, he added, if Pakistan persisted in "carrying on its 
barbarous policy, which has been compelling millions and millions of 
men, women and children to make a stream towards India for safety and 
honour," it could be for the nations of the world to consider "what other 
steps they would like to make for the solution to this grave problem". 

Before leaving for Delhi, the Defence Minister said at Dum Dum 
Airport that the Government was alert to the problem of infiltration by 
"undesirable" persons along with the refugees from Bangladesh. "We 
have taken all steps to prevent their entry," he said. He agreed with a 
reporter that the infiltrators would create a social problem for this 
country, besides being an economic burden. 

Asked about the possibility of dispersal of refugees to other States, 
as demanded by the Estern States, Mr. Ram said he had discussed the 
issue with the Union Rehabilitation Minister, Mr. Khadilkar and also 
with the Chief Minister, Mr. Ajoy Mukherjee, earlier on the day. Steps 
were being taken towards dispersing the refugees, he said, but results 
might not be expected "very soon". 

Addressing several thousand evacuees the Defence Minister said 
India had told Pakistan Times without number to create feasible and 
tolerable cqnditions for the return of the uprooted humanity to their 
homeland. 
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Anyway, Mr. Ram siad, "I have come here to see for myself your 
unfortunate existence with my own eyes and to find out what else could 
be done to mitigate your sufferings." 

Returning to Dum Dum Airport by the helicopter at about 3 p.m. Mr. 
Ram left for Delhi in an lAF Plane about 15 minutes afterwards. 

Addressing a Press conference at Raj Bhavan, Calcutta, at noon, the 
Defence Minister, described the huge influx of evacuees from 
Bangladesh.as a "great burden on us". He said that the number of 
evacuees had outstripped sheltering arrangements. Many were living in 
the open. 

Pakistani troops shelled Indian territory several hours before the 
arrival of Mr. Jagjivan Ram, Union Defence Minister, at Petrapole, on 
Sunday. 

An 81 mm mortar shell landed close to the Indian Border Security 
Force outpost early in the morning. There were no casualties. The shell 
landed right on Jessore road. The BSF personnel took up positions, but 
did not return the fire. 

The three BSF Personnel were injured on Thursday in Pakistani 
shelling are in hospital. 

On Saturday night, Pakistani troops set fire to Sadipur village, close 
to Indian border. Some residents who had not yet crossed over to India 
were killed. 
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PM URGES SADAT TO PERSUADE YAHYA 

CAIRO, MAY 23—The Prime Minister of India has sent a personal 
message to the UAR President, Mr Sadat, Which was understood to be 
primarily concerned with the grave situation in East Bengal and its 
consequent repercussions on the Indian sub-continent, reports PTI. 

The contents of Mrs. Gandhis message were not known but it was 
believed that the Prime Minister had appealed to Mr. Sadat to use his 
good offices with the Pakistan President, Gen. Yahya Khan, to stop the 
bloodshed in East Bengal and assure security to its people. 

It is assumed that Mrs. Gandhi may have also taken the opportunity 
to extend India's renewed support to Mr. Sadat who last week steered 
through the worst political crisis in Egypt's recent history in his quest for 
a peaceful settlement of the West Asia problem. 

Mrs. Gandhi's letter was handed over to the UAR Deputy Premier 
and Foreign Minister, Mr. Riad, by the Indian Ambassador, Mr I J 
Bahadur Singh, when the latter called on him yesterday afternoon. 

The Ambassador's 40-minute metting was in pursuance of India's 
current diplomatic offensive to impress on friendly countries about the 
serious implications of developments in East Bengal, especially the mass 
influx of refugees into India from there. 

Mr. Riad did not reveal UAR's attitude to the East Bengal situation 
but was understood to have promised to study India's appeal carefully. 
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BANGLADESH NEEDS POLITICAL SOLUTION 

Foreign Minister Sardar Swaran Singh's address to the National 
Press Club, Washington, June 17, 1971 

Following is the tejEt of speech delivered by Foreign Minister 
Sardar Swaran Singh at the National Press Club of Washington, 
D.C, U.SJl, on June 17, 1971 : 

I value and appreciate the invitation to address the National Press 
Club. There is a special reason for this. I have come here to seek, 
together with your leaders, a jutst, peaceful and enduring solution of a 
problem which has been reported upon so well and in such detail by 
your press. So, I am happy to have this opportunity to speak to this 
distinguished gathering of the representatives of the American Press who 
play such a vital role in shaping public opinion. 

The tragedy of East Bengal looms large on the horizon of India 
today. It looms large on the horizon of Asia. It poses a grave threat to 
peace and progress in our region. 

The facts of the situation in East Bengal are well known to you. But 
I wish to draw your attention to the dangerous potential of this problem 
for us and for our region. We should also consider the consequences that 
the world may have to face tomorrow, if today, due to a sense of 
indifference or helplessness, or outof some misplaced felling of delicacy 
towards the perpetrators of the tragedy, we permit the situation to drift 
further. 

The concern and anxiety which this situation in East Bengal causes 
to us in India are not ours alone. They are yours too. The character and 
the magnitude of the happenings in East Bengal are such that they are 
bound to have repercussions beyond the frontiers of pakistan and be a 
source of concern to the international community. 

Democracy Brutally Suppressed 

Besides, our two countries have a common commitment to 
democratic principles and values. These same values and principles are 
being brutally suppressed in East Bengal. 

The suflpression of democratic principles by the army in East Bengal 
I would remind you, cannot be defended on the ground that it is an 
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attempt to deal with a secessionist movement. The elections took place 
in Pakistan in December last year for an assembly to frame consitution 
for that country. The Awami League, led by Sheikh Mujibur Rahman, 
swept the polls on a programme demanding greater control over state 
affairs in East Bengal within the union of Pakistan. The league's six- 
point programme was not a manifesto for secession or independence. 
The demand for independence of Bangladesh came, it should be 
remembered, in the wake of the bloodbath which began on March 25. 
The case is therefore, clearly one of a minority, equipped with gifts of 
money and arms from abroad, trying to undo, through the use of brute 
force, the verdict of popular vote. 

One of the results of this reign of terror unleashed by the army is that 
6 million people have fled their homes in East Bengal and have sought 
refugees in India. There is no end yet in sight to this mass exodus. Each 
day some 100,000 East Bengalis are driven by the Pakistan Army across 
the border of East Bengal into our country. The dimensions of this 
exodus will, perhaps, be better understood if I say that we are receiving 
one refugee every second. 

We offer these refugees such seccour and relief as we can efford. In 
our states bordering on East Bengal, the shcools of our children have had 
to be closed down to provide shelter for the refugees. Our health services 
are stretched thin, and there are shortages of transport and tentage, food 
and medicine and other resources needed to cope with this grim tragedy. 
In the Indian State of Tripura today, there is one refugee from East 
Bengal to every two local inhabitants. West Bengal, already heavily 
populated, is groaning under the weight of this endless influx. 

Clearly, the humanitarian task of providing food, shelter and 
medicines must have high priority. The cost of relief will run into 
hundreds of millions of dollars. We had made a token provision of 80 
million dollars in our budget for the current year, but even this token 
provision represents 30 per cent of the additional tax burden which our 
people will have to bear this year. 

While we are doing the best we can within our resources, the 
financial burden of looking after the refugees is beyond our resources. 
We have welcomed such assistance as has been forthcoming from 
foreign governments, from voluntary organisations and agencices and 
from private citizens. Even though these contributions may not be very 
large, our Government and people appreciate the sentiment behind them. 

Nevertheless, the task is a very large one and we in India have our 
own pressing problems of poverty and unemployment to attend to. We, 
therefore, hope that the United States, a prosperous country of generous 
humanitarian instincts and, indeed, other countries of the world, may. 
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before long, address themselves more adequately to the problems and 
needs of relief. 

Military Action Must Stop at Once 

But necessary as relief is, it is a palliative and not a solution to the 
problem which lies at the root of the situation. It is immediately 
necessary to stop further influx of refugees from Pakistan, and that will 
come about only if the military action in East Bengal is ended forthwith. 
The international community must persuade and pressurise the 
Government of Pakistan to that end. 

Equally, conditions must be created for the return to East Bengal of 
those who were forced out of their homes and had to take shelter in 
India. The Government of Pakistan must be made to accept its proper 
responsibility for the rehabilitation of these refugees in their homes. In 
the meantime, their properties in East Bengal should be preserved and 
protected under international supervision pending their return. 

The return and resettlement of refugees in their homes will obviously 
take a while and relief messures will be necessary and camps will have 
to be set up for the purpose. It seem to us that temporary relief camps 
should be set up in East Bengal itself and the refugees now in India 
should be transferred to those camps. 

The Pakistan Government cliams to have set up camps or reception 
centres in East Bengal, but refugees are not returning there, because they 
apparently do not trust the Pakistan Government's declarations of 
amnesty. It is, therefore, necessary to restore their confidence that they 
will be well treated on return, that they will enjoy safety of person and 
property and that bonafide measures will be taken to rehabilitate them 
and protect their rights and interests. 

International Supervision 

As a measure in that direction, an area in Pakistan may have to be set 
aside for temporary camps, to be administered by the refugees 
themselves under international supervision. 

The basic problem is a political one and it calls for a political 
solution. Without such a solution, the atmospehere of confidence and 
security, which is necessary for the return of refugees, will not be 
generated. There are two essential pre-requisites : 

First, the necessary political solution must be found urgently, and 

Secondly, the solution to be effective and enduring must be in accord 
with the wishes of the people of East Bengal and their elected leaders. 

Any effort to set up a regime in East Bengal which is not truly 
representative will only prolong the agony, and harden attitudes and pose 
hazards to peace of the whole region. 



Concern For Mujib 

We feel great concern for the personal safety and well-being of 
Sheikh Mujibur Rahman. He is a leader of very high stature and rare 
human qualities, who commands the affections of the entire people of 
East Bengal. We hope that the international community will spare no 
effort to persuade the rulers of Pakistan to release Sheikh Mujib, and to 
join with him in search of a political solution acceptable to the people of 
East Bengal. He symbolises the urges, aspirations and hopes of 75 
million people which were expressed as late as December last. These 
will not be extinguished by his incarceration. 

We would urge the International community as a whole, and 
countries friendly to Pakistan in particular, to bring their influence to 
bear on the Pakistan Government for a political solution on these lines. 

Our views with regard to the grant of military aid to pakistan are 
well-known. A situation has now arisen in which even the grant of 
economic aid to that country, in present circumstances, is bound to be 
used for the suppression of the majority of Pakistan's people. It is, 
therefore, not out of any ill-will for the people of Pakistan, but in the 
desire that the agony of strife in Pakistan should end as quickly as 
possible, that we urge that all countries should suspend all military and 
economic assistance to Pakistan till a political solution acceptable to the 
people of East Bengal is found. 

India Threatened 

I hope that the people of this country will understand and appreciate our 
grave anxiety over the situation in East Bengal. We in India have been at 
the receiving end of the results of the region of terror and killings that 
has gone on in East Bengal since March 25. The point has now been 
reached where the actions of Pakistan's military Government threaten to 
disrupt the economic, social and political fabric of our society and our 
state. These action threaten to engulf our region in a conflict the end of 
which it is not easy to predict. 

We have acted with patience, forbearance and restraint. But, we 
cannot sit idly by if the edifice of our political stability and economic 
well-being is threatened. 

In the 23 years since our independence, we have struggled to give 
economic and social meaning to our political democracy. We have not 
succeeded in eliminating poverty and hunger and disease from our land, 
but the lives of our people are a little better than they were 2.5 decades 
ago. We have doubled our food production, we have vastly expanded the 
availability of education, medical care and the opportunities of work to 
our people. The rate of annual increase in our exports touched a high of 
7 per cent last year, and our growth rate has moved up to 5 per cent per 
annum. The United States has helped us in our endeavours, and I am 
sure you share our pride in these achievements. 



Crisis of Pskistan's Making 

After our General Elections in February, which gave our Prime Minister, 
Indira Gandhi, and our party, the Indian National Congress, a massive 
verdict of people's support for our programmes we were getting ready 
for a powerful assault on our economic and social problems. And, then 
came this crisis of Pakistan's making, which threatens to wipe out our 
gains, and destroy the prospect of peace and progress for our children. 

To any responsible Government, this would be an intolerable 
situation. Hence our anxiety that a political solution should be forged in 
East Bengal which is acceptable to the Bengali people and their elected 
representatives, so that peace may return to that troubled land, and the 
refugees who have come to our country should go back to their homes. 

We face a grave situation, but we continue to have faith and hope 
that concerted and determined action of the world community will help a 
satisfactory solution and lift the threat to India's stability and to the peace 
of the region. It was in that spirit that I undertook this tour which has 
brought me to Washington. I have found here understanding of our 
apprehensions and sympathy with out objectives. 

[The above speech has been included in the U.S. Congressional 
Record at the request of Representative Cornelius E. Gallagher.] 

FOLLOWING ARB THE QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS AFTER 
THE SPEECH 

Question : You stated last night that you are going to take care of 
6 million refugees for 6 months. What happens if Pakistan refuses to 
take back these refugees ? 

Foreign Minister : The question is important. What happens if 
there are additions to 6 million ? That is the precise reason that we are 
doubly anxious about this issue. Our first demand is that whatever else 
happens or does not happen, this further movement of refugees must 
stop. And, in this respect, even a change in the political situation is not 
absolutely necessary to put a stop to the movement of refugees. If those 
who happen to be now in charge of the administrative and military 
apparatus which can systematically push out people, if they start 
applying that machine and that apparatus in the reverse direction and 
produce conditions of confidence, at any rate cease to put pressure on 
these various sections of the East Bengali community, this will result in 
stopping of movement. The conditions which are already so grave, if this 
does not stop, and I hinted in a portion of my speech that if this thing 
continues, we will not be able to watch helplessly this addition to our 
troubles and this increasing threat to our security and stability of not 
only our territory, but of the entire region. 
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Question : Why do you refer to East Pakistan as East Bengal ? 
Does this indicate eventual unification of West and East Bengal ? 

Foreign Minister : 1 call it East Bengal, because originally it was 
East Bengal. Bengal was divided into two parts, the East and the West. 
And this also to a certain extent we use in order to satisfy the ideas of the 
people in East Bengal who, 75 million of them, are engaged in the 
mighty task of ending the military domination and suppression of the 
Pakistan army, which is predominanty West Pakistani in its content and 
constitution. 

The use of this expression does not mean that there is any risk of 
West Bengal, which is a state of the Indian Union, at any time thinking 
of joining East Bengal, even it becomes independent. They know the 
value of being equal partners in this grant great country of ours, India, 
where they have played a significant role in the political field, in the 
social and economic field and thus I do not realise that there is ever any 
risk of people of West Bengal, a constituent state of India, ever thinking 
of opting out of India, whatever is the future of East Pakistan, whether it 
succeeds in attaining the type of autonomy which is contained in the 6 
Point Programme of the Awami League or w'hether it emerges in the 
course of time as a state mostly on account of the continued oppression 
by military means of the wishes and aspirations of the people of East 
Bengal. 

Question : President Nixon has not so far publicly condemned 
genocide in East Bengal. Did he condemn it in your private talks with 
him ? 

Foreign Minister : I am sure this sophisticated audience will not 
like me to speak on behalf of President Nixon. You have, perhaps, better 
means of knowing what is in the mind of President Nixon. And, it is 
farthest from me that I should comment upon what he should or should 
not do. It is my duty to put across my view point as precisely, but as 
forcefully, as possible to you, as I have to President nixon and other 
important leaders of your Government. And, it is for them to take up 
attitudes, public or private. I would not like to have any quarrel with 
them on that score. 

Question : Your Excellency, what pressure, beside diplomatic 
protest, if any, could the United States bring to bear on the west Pakistan 
Government to force them toward humanitarian treatent of the 
Bengalis ? 

Foreign Minister : I have no doubt in my mind that without even 
making a diplomatic protest in the expression used in the question—if 
the disapproval of the Government and people of the United States is 
expressed in a forthright manner, that will have a powerful impact upon 
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them ilitary rulers, even upon the people in West Pakistan, who, on 
account of rigorous imposition of various types of controls on the Press, 
are unaware of what is happening in East Pakistan. And, a forthright and 
clear expression of disapproval will go a long way in not only applying 
the necessary solace, giving confort to the sufferers, but will be a strong 
deterrent against the continued military action by the prepetrators of 
these henious crimes against democracy and against liberal traditions. 

Question : By saying India "will not sit idly by" if the refugee flow 
continues, do you mean India will declare war on Pakistan ? 

Foreign Minister : There are other ways of enforcing our wish 
than declaring war. And, I hope we will not be compelled to resort to 
those other means which perhaps you cannot expect me to spell out at 
this stage. 

At the present moment, we are engaged in the task of mobilizing 
public opinion, both Governmental as well as private, to focus their 
attention on the basic issues, the moral issues, involved. I have no doubt 
that by paying a very small price at this stage, of expressing this 
assessment in a clear manner, and also applying such levels as there may 
be—some of it 1 have entered—the situation can be retrieved. It is our 
earnest hope and it is our fond hope, at any rate, that this situation can 
be corrected only if the international community, both at the official and 
non-official level, wake up to their responsibility and do not by their 
silence connive or acquiesce in the continued military action which will 
surely lead to much graver and much more disastrous results. 

Question : Mr. Minister, why do you think that the Foreign Offices 
in the Western nations have had .so little to say about the massacre in 
East Pakistan ? 

Foreign Minister : I wish I could speak on their behalf. But the 
hard reality is that they are reticent. The day has come when this 
conscience should be stirred, and they should speak out and should view 
the situation, in view of the gravity of the situation, in its proper 
perspective, and try to tackle the roots rather than touch the periphery. 

Question : Should Hindu refugees also be asked to return to East 
Bengal ? and, what do you think about a united Bengal, independent of 
India and Pakistan ? 

Foreign Minister : My reply to the first question is that no one 
will return merely because he is asked to return, be he a Hindu refugee, a 
Muslim refugee, and, I would like to add for your information, that there 
are, besides these two communities, Christian refugees and Buddhist 
refugees ako. They have been quite impartial in their acts of oppression 
of various communities. 
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The refugees will not return simply because they are being asked to 
return. They will return only if the crisis of confidence, which has 
overtaken the people there, is ended, and, in its place, an atmosphere and 
a situation of confidence and hope is regenerated. This can come about 
not by asking an individual to go or not to go, but by induction to East 
Pakistan of an administrative set up which represents the ideals and 
aspirations of the people, so unmistakably demonstrated at the time of 
the last election giving 167 seats out of 169 to the Awami League. I 
think it is a record of success, by any standard in the world, in any part 
of the world. 

So, it is really the establishment, the re-establishment, there of an 
administration which inspires the confidence of the people that the return 
of the refugees will be facilitated. 

With regard to the second question, I have already touched upon it. I 
do not realize that in West Bengal, one of our valiant members of the 
great Indian community, who with their rich historical and cultural 
heritage have played such a significant role in the reconstruction and 
development of the country, and who have taken such prominent part in 
the mainstream of public life in India, after seeing what has happened to 
people in East Bengal, would ever drqam of or think of, opting out of the 
Indian territory, and would ever dream of taking a step which, to us, 
appears to be borne out of a complete misunderstanding and 
misjudgement of the situation. 

Question : Your Excellency, would you please comment on a 
Radio Network report that your Government is preventing or hindering 
press coverage of American airlifts of Pakistani refugees while allowing 
coverage of similar Soviet airlifts ? 

Foreign Minister : We are completely non-alligned between thsee 
two super powers. And, I would like to dispel any such feeling in any 
quarter that we are discriminating in the matter of coverage of C-130 
planes as compared to AM-12 or AM-14 planes. I have myself seen a 
full and complete report of the sorties undertaken by the American 
planes. I am sure that in India, which has traditions of a free press which 
most of the time is not too charitable to us—even they have never 
complained that there has been any discrimination on this score. 

Question : Do you feel confident that the Government of Pakistan 
would equitably distribute relief supplies given to it on a bilateral basis 

Foreign Minister : I have my grave doubts about their capacity to 
dole out even the least in an impartial manner. And, I have grave doubts 
if it will reach the real needy individuals. This concern of mine is 
broadly shared by the international community and by the U. N. circles. 



It is for this reason that they have been insisting on supervision, by the 
international community, the U. N. Organizations, of the distribution 
arrangements with regard to such relief that might be made available to 
the Government of Pakistan. 

There is no substitute for experience. By now it is well-known that 
even the relief that was given to the Pakistan Government for the relief 
of the sufferers of cyclone some months back—a good part of it has 
remained un-utilized. And, I can say on good authority that the boats for 
relief work, which were given at that time to Pakistan authorities came 
in very handy for the Pakistan military authorities when they were 
dealing with the freedom fighters. 

Question : Mr. Minister, do you think it at all possible that the two 
sections of Pakistan can be continued under one Government ? 

Foreign Minister : I would not like to comment upon the future 
course of events. I would like to clarify our stand with regard to this 
issue, that we consider, and have taken the stand, that this is a matter 
between whatever may be the central authority of Pakistan and the 
people of East Bengal. It is for the people of East Bengal to work out 
their future. And, so far as we are concerned, we will be perfectly 
satisfied if the elected representatives who represent the wish of the 
people—almost unanimously—if they work out any arrangement. It is 
for them to take a view of the future course of events. And, the quantum 
of autonomy or the nature of the relationship, whether it is independent 
or semi-independent, autonomous or whatever it is, it is their future and 
it's for those people to decide. We have not taken any fixed stand with 
regard to this issue. 

Question : In response to an earlier question as to whether India 
might act to absorb East Bengal, you said that West Bengal would not 
want to quit India to form a new state of both Bengals. Can you answer 
the original question, please? 

Foreign Minister : Can you repeat, Mr. President? 

Question : Apparently someone was not content with the earlier 
question as to whether India might act to absorb East Bengal and would 
probably want you to comment further, if you will. 

Foreign Minister : The East Bengal freedom fighters, who are so 
keen to gain their own independence—I do not think that they will 
readily like again to become non-independent by becoming a part of 
India. This does not appear to be consistent with the ideas of freedom 
which toda^ are saying in such a powerful manner—almost 
unanimously—the people in East Bengal. 



Question ; Your Excellency, how much, in a specific figure, India 
believes it needs in international humanitarian aid for the remainder of 
the year? 

Foreign Minister : In this connection, I would like to state one or 
two points. One, our view has always been, and continues to be, that in 
the first place, the care of the East Pakistani citizens who happened now 
to be temporarily in India—the entire responsibility is clearly that of the 
Government of Pakistan. 

In the second place, it is the responsibility of the international 
community, and India will be prepared to contribute her share, even 
more than her prorata, share, in discharging this international obligation 
towards the victims of oppression. 

And, if that aid is given to look after these refugees, we never regard 
it as aid to India. It might be aid to Pakistan, because, to that extent, 
partially it reduces the direct responsibility of the Government of 
Pakistan to look after these refugees. 

Now in the quantum thereof, we know that the amounts that have 
been indicated so far will meet only a small fraction of the entire 
expenditure that have to be incurred in looking after refugees. But the 
most important thing to be kept in mind is that the social, economic 
tensions that have been generated in our area, the element of instability 
and the long-range risk of this instability continuing, are factors which 
cannot be determined in terms of money. It is this aspect which has to be 
kept in mind. 

And it is for this reason that we have always stressed and highlighted 
the importance of a necessary political corrective to be applied. Because, 
there is no use dealing with a symptom if you don't deal with the root 
cause. 

We are conscious of the fact that even the most generous response of 
the international community is likely to reach only a small fraction of the 
total burden that we will have to carry, even in terms of money; but we 
still value it, because of the thought behind it, rather than the actual 
quantum thereof. 

Question : What is your assessment of the effect of Chinese support 
of the Government of Pakistan's actions in East Pakistan on China's 
credibility and influence in the world ? 

Foreign Minister : Surely any support that Pakistan military rulers 
might get from any quarter, which gives a pat on their back, will 
encourage them in their intransigence. And to that extent, this support 
from the Government of the People's Republic of China is something 



which encourages them to continue in their path of repression, and to 
that extent is definitely a negative factor in the entire situation. 

Question ; Mr. Minister, what is the cholera situation among 
refugees and others ? 

Foreign Minister : There were cases of cholera. And, I think that, 
by and large, action taken so far has resulted in halting the spread of 
cholera. In our vast country, where we deal with such vast numbers, the 
steps that our health organizations have taken in controlling cholera 
have, by and large, been successful. And, we would not like the 
international community to feel too much concerned about the spread of 
cholera. We have sometimes an uneasy suspicion that highlighting 
cholera may have been hit upon as one of the methods of diverting 
attention from the core of the problem, and we would like you to 
concentrate on the core of the problem, rather than be too much obsessed 
by this risk of an epidemic spreading. 

Question : Has Communist China issued any warning to India with 
regard to any future conflict between India and Pakistan ? 

Foreign Minister : For once I want to reply with one word, and that 
is, no. 

Question : What if any, economic expenditure will India cut back to 
finance refugees relief ? 

Foreign Minister : I think it is quite obvious that the entire 
expenditure on refugees will be non-productive. And, it will definitely 
cut into our expenditure which had been earmarked for development 
purposes, and it is from that point of view the impact of this upon our 
advance on the economic front which is the source of concern. 

Question : Mr. Minister, How can Indo-American relations be 
improved at this point ? 

Foreign Minister : It is difficult to answer that. But one method is 
that if all of you support me in this, they will be very greatly improved, 
(laughter) 

Question : A questioneer wants to know, candidly, what percentage 
of your people go to bed hungry every night ? Is your country making 
maximum use of fishmeal to provide needed protein in the diet of your 
people ? And, do you view the population explosion as the leading 
problem facing the world community of nations today? And on the same 
subject what can you tell us about the progress of birth control in India? 

Foreign Minister : Several questions have been rolled into one. 
Perhaps a full-dress debate on our economic planning and development 
will be initiated or triggered off if I deal with these matters in any great 
detail. 
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But, I will try to answer as briefly as I can. The first question is as to 
how many people sleep without a meal. My reply is none, because our 
food production last year crossed a 100 million ton mark. And in cereal, 
our position is fairly comfortable. We have drastically reduced our food 
imports. We are importing some small quantities to build up a reserve 
than for current consumption. 

The second question is about utilisation of fishmeal, or what is it? 

Question : Yes, Sir. Is your country making maximum use of 
fishmeal to provide needed protein in the diet of your people? 

Foreign Minister : Well, we haven't got enough of fish, and we 
want to catch more. And, we are prepared to go even to troubled waters 
for that. 

We have no inhibitions in consuming fish. If you have served it and 
have watched the Indians handling their fork in relation to fish you 
probably would have got the answer for this. What is next ? 

Question ; Do you view the population explosion as the leading 
problem facing the world community of nations today ? 

Foreign Minister : I agree. And it is for this reason that we also 
urge in all international forums that just as peace is indivisible, it should 
be increasingly realized that proverty also is indivisible. And, therefore, 
a great burden lies in the afluent society to watch this situation very 
carefully and to willingly contribute their share in ameliorating the lot of 
the people. Otherwise an increasing number of bodies in comparatively 
poorer countries surely will create a problem for those countries. But 
those countries, who are having all the good things of life and 
abundance, will not remain unaffected by this increasing difference 
between the levels of standard of living of peoples. 

And, we on our side are fully convinced of taking effective steps for 
controlling the population. I would like to share this thought with you 
that there is no resistance in India to this. It depends on the methods and 
the where with all that will enable us to push ahead in a more effective 
manner our population control programme. 

Question : Your Excellency, you have been talking of political 
problem. The U. S. Government has been talking of relief and money 
and aid. Is this a dialogue of the deaf ? 

Foreign Minister : If it were a dialogue of the deaf, then probably 
nothing would be heard. And it requires two deaf people to block a 
dialogue. I do not think that the two attitudes are inconsistent. The 
United States Government have been mentioning the relief measures that 
they have taken. We welcome them. 



We have also pointed out to them the necessity of dealing with the 
root problem and not touching only the symptom. I will not be reporting 
faithfully if I were to say that all this fell on deaf ears. 

Chair : Your Excellency, before asking the final question, I would 
like to present you with a certificate of appreciation to commemorate 
your visit with us today. 

Foreign Minister ; Thank you very much. 

Chair : As well as the official necktie of the National Press Club, 
which I'm afraid you'll have to wear with western dress. 

Foreign Minister : Thank you very much. 

Question : The final question. Sir, is it true that you once presented 
Ambassador Ken Keating with an alarm clock ? 

Foreign Minister : An Alarm Clock. 

Chair : I don't know the significance. 

Foregin Minister : This is a very pleasant subject that has been 
raised. First of all, I would like to thank you, Mr. President, for your 
thoughtfulness in screening the questions and trying to ‘club’ them in as 
presentable and palatable form as possible. And, I greatly appreciate 
your thoughtfulness and your consideration. 

In the second place, I greatly value these souvenirs which have been 
presented to me. They will be a constant treminder of a very pleasant 
function in which I had a dialogue and I could see the Free Press in 
action. I was missing this for sometime, because I have been away from 
my Parliament and my Press for now over ten days. And this perhaps 
was very hospitable to what is avaiting me when I return to my own 
country. These will be very valuable remainders of the very excellent 
opportunity that I had to put across my viewpoints and the viewpoints of 
my country. 

The last question is about presentation of an alarm clock to 
Ambassador Keating. I would like to say that Mr. Ambassador Senator 
Keating is one of the most loved and respected ambassadors in our 
diplomatic corps. And, I would like to acknowledge that he has been 
doing excellent work for improving relations between our two countries, 
strengthening them, and trying to consolidate the areas in which there 
has been fruitful collaboration and cooperation. I would like to assure 
you that, as people, we are reasonably courteous, and we do not 
embarrass any person by presenting such ridiculous items as alarm 
clocks. 

And, Mr. Keating is so alert that he doesn't require the chime of a 



clock to awaken him. He seldom sleeps on important issues, and, 
therefore, he need not be subjected to the agony of the ticking or the 
chime of the clock to wake him up. Because on all important issues he is 
wide awake all the time. 

And, may be, perhaps, I will purchase some sleeping pills for him 
here. But I would like to say that Mr. Keating is coming up to the highest 
traditions of American life. And, it's my leasure to say that he's doing 
very excellent work. 

But, still there is room for frivolity in framing this question or 
putting out a news item of that type. 


Thank you very much. 


Ministry of External Affairs, New Delhi. 
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MRS. GANDHI SA7S... 

I Am Determine! To Send Them Back 

NEW DELHI, June 17—Mrs. Indira Gandhi today reiterated India's 
determination to send back Bangladesh refugees as soon as normaly 
returned there, says UNI “I am just going to send them back. I am 
determined to send them back”, she told a meeting of economic editors. 

In her hour-long meeting, Mrs Gandhi was mainly asked questions 
relating to the problem arising out of the influx of refugees from East 
Bengal which she said had become the “tremendous burden” on India— 
a burden on other country in the world had to bear at such a short time 
and on such a massive scale. 

Mrs. Gandhi conceded that India would have to spend a great deal 
on these refugees. These problems were being sorted out by the Planning 
Comnriission and other departments. It would also depend upon the scale 
of assistance India received from international community. So far India 
had received only $36 million, she said. 

Mrs. Gandhi was asked whether she would think of issuing an 
appeal for austerity by the States and seek donations in view of the 
meagre budgetary provision of Rs. 60 crores and partly in internatioal 
response in terms of assistance for the refugees. 

Mrs. Gandhi said, “I have begun it with the States privately. We are 
working out a programme also.” 

She emphasized the role of the India Press in this respect. 

The Prime Minister said there had been no difference in India's 
attitude towards Bangladesh. Right from the beginning India had been 
demanding a political settlement. "I am sure if all the world powers had 
put the requisite pressure earlier, it (settlement) could have been 
possible. I think the possibility now is more remote”, she added. 

Mrs. Gandhi said so far India was concerned, a political settlement 
meant an agreement with Sheikh Mujibur Rahman and his Awami 
League colleagues who had won the recent elections. “What they wanted 
was for them to decide,” she added. 
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Moinul Huq Chowdhury Tells P. M.: 

RESTRAINT SHOWN BY INDIA APPRECIATED ABROAD 
(From Our Special Representative) 

NEW DELHI June 17—Mr. Moinul Huq Chowdhury, the Minister of 
Industrial Development, who returned here last night from a tour of 
some European countries as the Prime Minister's special envoy to 
explain the country's position on Bangladesh, is understood to have 
reported to Mrs. Gandhi on the outcome of his visit which took him to 
Austria, Hungary, Sweden, Holland and Italy. 

Mr. Chowdhury met the Prime Minister this evening and is believed 
to have conveyed to her the general impression that opinion in these 
countries was greatly appreciative of the restraint shown by India in the 
face of the serious problems posed to her by the influx of six million 
refugees. 

He was also assured that in consultation with their allies, these 
countries would do everything possible to bring about a political solution 
of the Bangladesh issue. 

During his whirlwind tour of these countries, Mr. Chowdhury had 
talks with Heads of Government, Foreign Ministers and Senior Officials. 
He discussed with them the serious economic, social and political 
repercussion which India was confronted with as a result of the refugee 
influx. He tried to convince them that unless the international 
community acted quickly, the pace of the region would be seriously 
threatend. He also reminded them of the responsibility of the world 
community to look after the multitude of people who had crossed into 
India. 

It was brought to the notice of these countries by Mr. Chowdhury 
that Pakistan was trying to get rid of its population at the expense of 
India. This constituted a serious kind of aggression. The idea apparently 
was to cut down the size of the population of East Pakistan so that their 
majority was reduced cripling them, politically and economically and 
also to eliminate East Bengali intellectuals, politicians and the Hindu 
minority. 





He urged the concerned Governments “to most emphatically” ask 
Pakistan to stop the military action in Bangaldesh and seek solution at 
the political level. One of the points he made was that allegiance of a 
people could not be enforced at gunpoint. To that extent he reminded 
these countries, that genocide by itself was an international problem and 
therefore of concern to all. 

To compel Pakistan to seek a political solution and create conditions 
in which the six million refugees are enabled "to return home in honour 
and peace" he suggested that all military and economic aid to that 
Qountry should be stopped immediately. The arms given to Pakistan for 
defence against external aggression were being used to murder innocent 
and unarmed citizens. All humanitarian aid given to Pakistan should also 
be supervised by the doner countries of an international agency to ensure 
that the relief reached the people. In this contest, he pointed out that the 
speedboats offered as aid after the tragic cyclone in East Bengal were 
now being used to kill the people there. 
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INDIA'S TERMS FOR SUMMIT ON E. BENGAL: 
BUTCHERY MUST STOP FIRST, SAYS P. M. 

SRINAGAR, June 20—Mrs. Indira Gandhi today said that 
before any summit conference on East Bengal was convened, the 
"butchery there must be stopped immediately", say UNI and PTI. 

This is the first pre-requisite if India is to attend such a summit 
called by another country, she told a 30-minute news conference before 
emplaning for New Delhi at the conclusion of her two-day visit to the 
Kashmir valley. 

Referring to the huge refugee influx due to the terror created by the 
West Pakistani armed forces in Bangladesh, Mrs Gandhi said the 
refugees could not live permanently in India. 

Following the Bangladesh happenings, she said the Government had 
told the international community that "the situation there was fraught 
with danger." 

About the recognition of Bangladesh she said, "Not yet". When 
pointed out that public opinion was in favour of such an action on the 
part of India she pointed out. "It is for the Government to decide what is 
good for the country." 

India, said Mrs. Gandhi, would continue to watch the situation as it 
developed in Bangladesh. Just now she had no specific solution to the 
problem. She went on; "I only know that we are not going to allow them 
(refugees) to stay on here—neither shall we allow them to be butchered 
there." 

Asked what India planned to do if Pakistan failed to respond to 
Indian pleas, she replied: "We will see what the situation is" and went on 
to add in a lighter vein "as much as I love the Press. 1 do not think I shall 
tell them first." 

A reporter asked whether there was a possibility of a Pakistani attack 
on India in the immediate future in view of preparations being made by 
that country in Pak-occupied Kashmir and recent border incidents. 

Mrs. Gandhi: "I doubt." 

Mrs. Gandhi was also asked to comment on the Sarvodaya leader, 
Mr. Jyaprakash Narayan’s reported statement that the Indian Government 







was unduly inhibited by the "scarce of China" in her action on the 
Bangladesh issue. 

The Prime Minister : "We are not scared of anyone—certainly not 
of China." 

Plebiscite Front 

About the possibility of the Government reconsidering the question 
of a ban on the Plebiscite Front in view of the recent judgement of the 
one-man tribunal clearing the party of communal bias, Mrs. Gandhi said 
the question did not arise because the points about the front raised by the 
Government had been upheld and the ban confirmed. 

A reporter asked why a similar ban had not been imposed on other 
parties in the State which had also been preaching secession notably the 
pro-Pakistani Awamy Action Committee, headed by Mirwaiz Maulana 
Farooq. 

She said she did not quite know about that but it appeared in such 
cases it was not so much the question of someone saying something but 
what really mattered was what they were doing. 

The Prime Minister was pained to note the "false propaganda" being 
done in Kashmir on Bangladesh by a section of the local Press. She was 
particularly critical of an article appearing in a local journal purporting 
to draw comparison between the situation in Bangladesh and Kashmir 
and bracketing Gen. Yahya Khan with the Chief Minister Mr. G. M. 
Sadiq. 

She said : "It is so preposterous for anyone to compare things in this 
manner....there must be either something very wrong with that person or 
it is deliberate mischief—or both." 

Describing her visit to Gurez and Tanghdar as most useful, she said 
Kashmir had progressed much. But the pace of progress had yet to be 
accelerated to gain full advantage of planned economy. Many schemes 
were underway which would generate employment opportunities for 
educated youth, she said. 

Mrs. Gandhi said Kashmir could not be compared with Pakistan as it 
had achieved economic progress while the people in Pakistan were fed 
on false propaganda and denied liberties. 

Asked wheter the Government had been able to control the "Naxalite 
menace" in the country, Mrs. Gandhi answered: "Not entirely. The 
problem still exists". 

On the progress of her Government's plans to fulfil the promise of 
"gharbi hatao" to the electorate, Mrs. Gandhi said several steps had been 
taken in that direction and many were still in hand. The process 
beginning with such measures as bank nationalization was continuing. 
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Indo-G. D. R Joint Statement at the conclusion of the visit of Dr. 

Karan Singh, Special Envoy of the Government of India to the 
German Democratic Republic 

June 24,1971 

From 22nd to 24th June, 1971 Dr. Karan Singh, Minister for Tourism 
and Civil Aviation, paid a visit to the German Democratic Republic as a 
Special Envoy of the Government of India to confer with the GDR 
Government on the grave threat to peace and stability arising from the 
tragic events in East Pakistan. 

During his stay in the GDR, Minister Dr. Karan Singh was received 
by that Chaiiman of the Council of Ministers of the GDR, Willi Stoph, 
and the Minister of Foreign Affairs, Otto Winzer. 

In addition, he had a meeting with the Minister of Transport, Otto 
Arndt. 

On behalf of India's Prime Minister. Mrs. Indira Gandhi, Minister Dr. 
Karan Singh informed the Chairman of the Council of Ministers and the 
Minister of Foreign Affairs of the GDR on India's attitude on the serious 
problems resulting from the recent developments in East Pakistan. 

The Indian Minister expressed sincere appreciation’for the fortnight 
political stand as well as the humanitarian assistance rendered by the 
German Democratic Republic, which clearly signify sympathy and 
solidarity with the refugees and the staggering human problem that has 
arisen as the result of the military action in East Bengal. The Minister 
recalled, in particular. Prime Minister Willi Stoph's letter of 21st May, 
1971, to the Indian Prime Minister, Mrs. Indira Gandhi, in which he 
reiterated that the GDR shared India's concern that the situation could 
lead to the emergence of a new focus of international tension, and that 
the problem can only be solved by peaceful political means. 

The Indian Minister explained the magnitude and urgency of the 
problem. There has been a continuing exodus of millions of refugees 
from East Bengal whose number had risen to about eight million. The 
problem had thus assumed a very grave dimension threatening the peace 
and stability of the region as well as creating serious social and 
economic problems for India. 





The two sides, after a detailed discussion of the various aspects of 
the problem, expressed their firm belief that the only practical, just and 
enduring solution lay in urgent measures being taken in East Pakistan to 
stop the further influx of refugees into India and in creating conditions to 
ensure their safe and early return. This is possible only if a solution is 
found to the basic political problem in accordance with the Will of the 
people of East Pakistan and in consultation with their elected 
representatives. 

The Chairman of the Council of Ministers of the GDR supported the 
stand-point of the Indian Government that the influx of refugees from 
East Pakistan into India had become an international problem. He 
confirmed the solidarity of the German Democratic Republic with the 
stand taken by India on this issue, and declared that the GDR was ready 
to make available further relief supplies to the value of about 6 million 
Marks (about 1 crore rupees) to ease the suffering of the people who had 
fled from East Pakistan to India. 

Both sides agreed to remain in touch with each other on this issue in 
the common interest of international peace and progress. 

Both sides also discussed topical international problems of mutual 
interest and questions of the further development of the relations 
between the GDR and India in an atmosphere of cordiality and mutual 
understanding. 

The two sides hold the view that the visit of Minister Dr. Karan 
Singh serves the further development of friendly relations and of fruitful 
co-operation between the GDR and India. 

The Indian Minister welcomed the opportunity to learn at first hand 
of the achievements of the Government and people of the German 
Democratic Republic in the field of economic development and social 
welfare, and heard with interest the analysis of the political situation in 
Europe made by the GDR Foreign Minster. Minister Dr. Karan Singh, 
who was received as the guest of the GDR Government, thanked the 
hosts for the warm reception and hospitality accorded to him. 



'Jj'S 








WORLD POWERS FOR POLITICAL SOLUTION 

ACCEPTABLE TO BENGALIS : SINGH 

(From Our Special Correspondent) 

NEW DELHI, JUNE 25.—The Minister for External Affairs, Mr. 
Swaran Singh, told Parliament today that the Governments of the 
countries he had visited recently had assured that a "political solution 
acceptable to the people of East Bengal was the only way of ensuring a 
return to normality" in Bangladesh. 

The other "areas of agreement" that emerged as a result of his talks 
were ; (1) that there could be no military solution and all military action 
in Bangladesh must stop immediately, (2) that the flow of refugees into 
India from Bangladesh must immediately stop, (3) that conditions must 
be created enabling the refugees to return to their homes in peace and 
security, and that this could happen only if the refugees could be assured 
of a secure future in their respective homes in Bangladesh and (4) that 
the present situation was grave, and fraught with serious dangers for the 
peace and security of the region. 

Mr. Singh, who made a statement in both Houses of Parliament on 
his tour abroad, said that it was generally agreed that the burden placed 
upon the resources of the Government of India by this massive influx of 
six million refugees into this country from East Bengal was intolerable 
and that the international community must give assistance in this elfort, 
both in cash and in kind. 

He also found in all the capitals he had visited "great appreciation for 
the generosity displayed by the Government and people of India in 
looking after this large influx of refugees, which was recognised as an 
unprecedented one in human history, a man-made calamity for the 
people of East Bengal, and also for this country. The gravity of the 
situation, the enormity of the burden placed on us, for no fault of ours, 
and the serious repercussions on the peace and security of this entire 
region if the present situation was not brought under control speedily, 
was recognised everywhere." 

The Minister had made it clear in each capital that any assistance to 
the refugees from East Bengal was essentially and assistance given to 
Pakistan for they were nationals of that country, uprooted through 
deliberate and wanton action on the part of their own Government. 





He had also clarified, and "it was by and large accepted", that any 
military assistance to the military rulers of Pakistan at this juncture 
would have the effect of encouraging and sustaining them in their anti¬ 
people activity; and any economic assistance to them would be 
tantamount to condoning their deplorable action in East Bengal, so fully 
and so irrefutably documented by eye-witness accounts which had been 
appearing in the world Press all these weeks. 

"I pointed out also that, in fact, any economic assistance, excepting 
that given on humanitarian consideration to the victims of oppression in 
Bangladesh under international surveillance w’ould have the effect of 
maintaining in power the military machine of the minority now engaged 
in oppressing the majority of the people of that country, and thus would 
constitute an unfortunate form of inter-ference in their internal affairs" 
the Minister added. 

Between June 6 and 22, Mr. Singh had visited Moscow, Bonn, Paris, 
Ottawa, New York, Washington and London. In each of these capitals he 
had detailed discussions with the Head of Government and the Foreign 
Minister. He had discussions with the U N Secretary-General and his 
colleagues. He also met in every capital a number of other Government 
leaders, legislators, editors, socid workers and leaders of public opinion. 

In these discussions the focus of attention and emphasis was all 
along on the "grave and serious situation created for India by the influx 
of six million refugees from East Bengal and the continuing crisis 
caused in our region due to the massive killings by the West Pakistani 
military machine in East Bengal", Mr. Singh said. 
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Extracts from the Statement by Ambassador N. Krishnan, 
leader of the Indian Observer Delegation to the 51st Second of 
the Economic and Social Council 

on July 9,1971 

With these promising growth trends characterising the Inidan scene 
during the last few years the country was poised for a breakthrough in 
several new directions leading to sustained and substantial progress. 
Indeed after the General Elections which took place in February this 
year, my Government was getting ready of a determined attack on our 
economic and social problems. Our plans for continuing an accelerated 
tempo of development in the economic and social fields have, however, 
received a severe jolt due to the tragic turn of events in East Bengal 
which have resulted in a massive influx of refugees from there into 
India. The influx still continues unabated and has already reached a 
phenomenal figure of 6.3 million by the end of June. It is clear that the 
task of providing food, shelter and medicines to them must receive high 
priority. Even the token provision of 80 million in our budget for the 
current year for this purpose has meant an additional tax burden of 30 
percent on our peopole. We are therefore appreciative of the sympathetic 
response of the world community in sharing this burden with us and the 
efforts of the UN system to channel this assistance. However, much still 
remains to be done to cope with the gigantic relief needs of the ever 
increasing number of refugees. At the same time, relief efforts, even on 
an expanded and accelerated scale, could at best be only a temporary 
palliative. The real and truely humanitarian solution, as the international 
community has come to recognise and accept, lies in stopping the flow 
of refugees and in expenditing their return to their homeland, in 
conditions which would assure them full freedom and secrurity and 
create in them confidence and faith for the future. 

My delegation is grateful for the initiative taken by Yugoslavia and 
New Zealand in asking for a discussion on tliis item during the current 
session of the Council and the support expressed in their statements by 
the delegations of the Soviet Union, U K, Hungary, Norway, and others. 





We await with interest the statement which the U N High Commissioner 
for Refugees is expected to make before the Council next week. We are 
confident that the discussion will highlight the need to mobilise further 
assistance on a substantial scale to meet the pressing relief needs of these 
unfortunate refugees and focus attention also on the urgency of their 
speedy and voluntary repatriation. We do hope the ECOSOC during its 
deliberations will consider the problem in its overall perspective and 
endorse a viable and lasting solution. 








"MISCHIEVOUS ATTACK" BY PINDI— says J. Ram 
"The Times of India" News Service 


BOMBAY, July 19. — The Defence Minister, Mr. Jagjivan Ram, said 
here yesterday that Pakistan was committing a "mischievous aggression" 
by driving out millions of people from Bangla Desh. 

He was addressing officers and sailors of the Western Naval 
Command on board the INS "Vikrant". 

PTI adds : The event in Bangla Desh had added an urgency to the 
task of the country’s defence preparedness which, of course, did not 
brook any let-up in view of the continuing threat to our security from 
Pakistan and China. The Minister said the people had full confidence in 
the ability of the armed forces. The country's long coast line was safe in 
the hands of the Navy. 

Mr. Jagjivan Ram pointed out that India was looking after the 
freedom fighters who had come from Bangla Desh. But they would go 
back only to a free and democratic Bangla Desh of Mujibur Rahman. He 
was confident that the Mukti Fauj would ultimately succeed in 
establishing a free Bangla Desh. 

Mr. Ram said our Border Security Force was dealing with Pakistani 
intrusions on the eastern region. 

The Minister was welcomed by Vice-Admiral S. N. Kohli FOC-in-C, 
Western Command. 
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India's Reply to U.N. Secretary-General's Aide 
Memoire, delivered on August 2*1971 

Government of India share the view of the Secretary-General that the 
repatriation of the refugees from East Pakistan, now in India, is a matter 
of utmost concern and urgency. Of even greater concern and urgency is 
the need to stop military atrocities in East Pakistan and the consequent 
daily flow of refugees into India at the rate of 40,D00 to 50,000 a day. 
The refugees already in India are unlikely to return as long as this further 
exodus continues. Government of India have noted with infinite disniay 
and grave concern that far from encouraging return of refugees or 
stopping or reducing the further flow of refugees from East Pakistan to 
India, their number has increased by nearly four million since President 
Yahya Khan made his statement on the 25th May that he would agree to 
allow these Pakistani citizens to return to their own country. 

2. The root cause of the inflow of over seven million refugees into 
India and the daily exodus that still continues can only be explained by 
the total absence of such conditions in East Pakistan as would encourage 
or enable the refugees to return to their homes. The chaos and the 
systematic military repression and the decimation of the Bengali¬ 
speaking people in East Pakistan continue unabated, as indeed is clear to 
any objective reader of the international Press. This has been further 
corroborated by the recent reports of the World Bank and the public 
statements made by independent foreign observers who have visited East 
Pakistan and heard the tables of woe from refugees themselves in their 
camps in India. 

3. The burden on the Government of India in looking after millions 
of refugees, whose number is still increasing every day, has been 
recognised by all. It has equally been recognised that in Palastan efforts 
to cope with the results of two successive disasters, one of them natural 
and the other man-made, are increasingly hampered by the lack of 
substantial progress towards political reconciliation and consequent 
effect on law and order and public administration in East Pakistan. An 
improved political atmosphere in East Pakistan is an indispendable pre¬ 
requisite for ^e return of the refugees from India. The conflict between 
the principles of territorial integrity of States and self determination is 





particularly relevant in the situation prevailing in East Pakistan where 
the majority of the population is being suppressed by a minority military 
regime which has refused to recognise the results of the elections held by 
them only in December last year and had launched a campaign of 
massacre, genocide and cultural suppression of an ethnic group, 
comprising 75 million people. Unless this basic cause for the influx of 
refugees into India is removed all attempts to solve this problem by 
unrealistic experiments are bound to fail. Not only will they faill but 
they will tend to divert attention from the main issue and so encourage 
the continuation of military repression undertaken in so wide and 
horrifying a manner as in East Bengal. 

4. Prince Sadruddin told the Prime Minister of India in New Delhi 
some time ago that the process and organisation of repartiation would be 
hampered posting a number of personnel drawn from different parts of 
the world, speak various languages with diverse backgrounds and 
following an assortment of techniques. UNHCR made no suggestion in 
the ECOSOC meeting held in Geneva on 16th July that the 
establishment of a limited representation of High Commissioner for 
Refugees on both sides of the border would in any way encourage the 
return of refugees to their homes in East Pakistan. 

5. In these circumstances, the Government of India are unable to 
understand what purpose the posting of a few men on the Indian side of 
the border will fulfil. Our conviction is that they can in no way help or 
encourage the refugees to return home and face indiscriminate and 
deliberate massacre by the West Pakistan military authorities. By 
attempting to subdue, through brute force, 75 million people of East 
Pakistan and by refusing to recognise political, economic, social and 
administrative realities of the situation prevailing there, Pakistan 
Government has not only made it impossible^or the refugees already in 
India to return, but is deliberately forcing further inflow or refugees into 
India. 

6. India has no desire to prevent the refugees from returing to their 
homeland indeed we are most anxious that they should go back as soon 
as possible and as a first step, conditions must be created in East 
Pakistan to prevent the further arrival of refugees into India. In this 
context, the Secretary-General must have been the report and statement 
of 30th June by the UNHCR refuting Pakistani allegation that India is 
obstructing the return of refugees. Prince Sadruddin is further reported to 
have said there was absolutely no evidence for the host Government 
having obstructed the refugees if they w'anted to go. Again in Paris on 
10th July the Prince in reply to a question said that it would not be 
logical to say that India was in any way holding back their return. On 
July 19, at Kathmandu, two volunteers of the British organisation 



"Woron Want" described as "rubbish" Pakistani allegation that India was 
holding refugees and preventing their return. At Calcutta on July 22, Mr. 
Manfred Cross, an Australian MP, described as "impossible" the 
Pakistani propaganda that refugees are being prevented in returning to 
Bangla Desh. Hon'ble Mr. Cornelius E. Gallagher Member of the US 
Home of Representatives, made a statement on the 10th of July in the 
House stating that "the response of the Indian Government to the crisis 
created by the action of the Government of Pakistan has been 
magnificent. They have demonstrated almost unbelievable restraint in 
view of the provocative effects of the army's brutal sweep, and they have 
shown inspiring compassion to the refugees. If it can ever be said that 
any Government is truly moral and humanitarin, the Government of 
Prime Minister Indira Gandhi has earned that distinction in the weeks 
since the first refugee crossed her border. The sheer number of refugees 
is irrefutable evidence of the brutal policies pursued by the Government 
of Pakistan to crush the people who won the election. Based on 
interviews I conducted with a cross-section of the refugees, I now 
believe that a calculated attempt to crush the intellectual life of the 
Bengali community occurred because of mass killings of professors, 
students, and everyone of any distinction by the army. This, in my 
judgement, gives credence to the charge of genocide". Apart from these 
and many other statements of this nature, not even a single responsible 
and reputable report has ever indicated that the return of refugees or their 
continued inflow is due to any other cause except the intolerable and 
tragic conditions prevailing in East Bengal. 

7. In this background. Government of India must express their total 
opposition to the suggestion for the induction of a "limited 
representation of the High Commissioner for Refugees on both sides" 
and must categorically state that they resent any insinuation that they are 
preventing the refugees from returning to East Bengal. They allowed 
them to enter India putrely on humanitarian grounds in spite of the most 
serious impact on her social, political and economic structure. 
Government of India are anxious that they return as soon as possible. 
The presence of the United Nations or UNHCR representatives cannot 
help in this. On the otherhand, it would only provide a facade of action 
to divert world attention from the root cause of the problem which is the 
continuation of military atrocities, leading to further influx of refugees 
and absence of political settlement acceptable to the people of East 
Pakistan and their already elected leaders. 

8. The UNHCR has a fairly strong team of senior officers located in 
Delhi and they have been give every facility to visit refugee camps. In 
fact, Mr. Thomas Jaimcson, Director of Operations of the UNHCR who 
is the Chief Representative of the UNHCR's office in India has recently 
returned from a second tour of the refugee camps. He was allowed 



access to all the refugee camps and was given facilities to visit these 
camps including those in the border areas. Apart from this, 1,000 foreign 
observers have visited these refugee camps and most of them have 
publicly stated that the refugees have taken shelter in India from the 
military operation in Bangla Desh and are not willing to return unless 
suitable conditions are created ensuring their safe return through a 
political statement with the Sheik Mujibur Rahman, the acknowledged 
leader of East Pakistan and his already elected colleagues. In the light of 
the information available to Government of India and to the interested 
Government add organisation they have painfully come to the enclusion 
that the same is past when international community can continue to 
stand by, watching the situation deteriorate and merely hoping that the 
relief programmes, humanitarian efforts, posting of a few people here 
and there, and good intentions would be enough to turn the tide of 
human misery and potential disaster. 

9. While, therefore, the Government of India have no wish to lend 
their support to any proposal which will deflect attention from the basic 
problem or diffuse concern from the fate of the unfortunate refugees, 
they would welcome any action by the United Nations which would 
ensure and guarantee, under adequate international supervision, that the 
refugees lands, houses and property will be returned to them in East 
Pakistan and that conditions are created there to ensure the sale return 
under credible international guarantees without threat of reprisal or other 
measures of represession from the military authorities of West Pakistan. 
It is painful to note that even the handful of refugees who ventured to 
return to East Bengal have not only been not allowed to go back to their 
homes and villages but have been subjected to endless indignities and 
inequities and even made to do forced labour and face many other 
difficulties. Government of India should like to draw the Secretary- 
General's attention in this context to the New York Times report and 
photographs published on the 27th July, 1971. In thse circumstances it is 
unrealistic to hope that the circumstances will begin to be changed by 
the posting of any personnel on the Indian side of the border. The 
Government of India (s^nnot support such a facade of action in the full 
knowledge that it is unrealistic, helpful and even dangerous. They find, 
therefore, the proposal totally unacceptable. 

10. The crux of the problem is the situation inside East Bengal where 
an army from a distant territory is exercising control by sheer force and 
brutality. If the international community is serious about the need for 
return of refugees to East Bengal the first step that has to be taken is to 
restore conditions of normalcy inside East Pakistan through a political 
settlemenr acceptable to the people of East Bengal and their already 
elected leaders, and take such internationally credible measures as would 
assure the refugees their safe return without reprisals, etc. 
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TREATY OF PEACE, FRIENDSHIP AND CO-OPERATION 
BETWEEN THE REPUBLIC OF INDIA AND THE UNION OF 
SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS SIGNED ON AUGUST 9 

Desirous of expanding and consolidating the existing relations of 
sincere friendship between them. 

Believing that further development of friendship and co-operation 
meets the basic national interests of both States as well as the interests of 
lasting peace in Asia and the World. 

Determined to promote the consolidation of universal peace and 
security and to make steadfast efforts for the relaxation of international 
tensions and final elimination of the remants of colonialism. 

Upholding their firm faith in the principles of peaceful coexistence 
and co-operation between States with different political and social 
systems. 

Convinced that in the world today international problems can only 
be solved by co-operation and not by conflict. 

Reaffirming their determination to abide by the purposes and the 
principles of the United Nations Charter. 

The Republic of India on one side and the Union of Soviet Socialist 
Republics on the other side, have decided to conclude the present Treaty, 
for which purpose the following plenipotentiaries have been appointed: 

On behalf of the Republic of India : 

Sardar Swaran Singh, Minister of External Affairs. 

On behalf of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics : 

Mr. A. Gromyko, Minister of Foreign Affairs, who having each 
presented their credentials, which are found to be in proper form and due 
order, have agreed as follows : 

Article 1 ; The High Contracting Parties solemnly declare that 
enduring peace and friendship shall prevail between the two countries 
and their peoples. Each Party shall respect the independence, 
sovereignty and territorial integrity of the other party and refrain from 
interferingjn the other's internal affairs. The High Contracting Parties 
shall continue to develop and consolidate relations of sincere friendship. 





good neighbourliness and comprehensive co-operation existing between 
them on the basis of the afforesaid principles as well as those of equality 
and mutual benefit. 

Article 2 : Guided by a desire to contribute in every possible way to 
ensure an enduring peace and security of their people, the High 
Contracting Parties declare their determination to continue their efforts 
to preserve and to strengthen peace in Asia and throughout the world, to 
halt the arms race and to achieve a general and complete disarmament, 
including both nuclear and conventional, under effective international 
control. 

Article 3 : Guided by their loyalty to the lofty ideal of equality of all 
peoples and nations, irrespective of race or creed, the High Contracting 
Parties condemn colonialism and racialism in all forms and 
manifestations and reaffirm their determination to strive for their final 
and complete elimination. 

The High Contracting Parties shall co-operate with other States to 
achieve these aims and to support just aspirations of the peoples in their 
struggle against colonialism and racial domination. 

Article 4 : The Republic of India respects the peace-loving policy of 
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics aimed at strengthening 
friendship and co-operation with all nations. 

The Union of Soviet Socialist Republics respect Indians policy on 
non-alignment and reaffirms that this policy constitutes an important 
factor in the maintenance of universal peace and international security 
and in lessening of tensions in the world. 

Article 5 : Deeply interested in ensuring universal peace and 
security, attaching great importance to their mutual co-operation in 
international field for achieving these aims, the High Contracting Parties 
will maintain regular contacts with each other on major international 
problems effecting the interests of both States by means of meetings and 
exchanges of views between their leading statesmen, visits by official 
delegations and special envoys of the two Governments and through 
diplomatic channels. 

Article 6 : Attaching great importance to economic, scientific and 
technological co-operation between them, the High Contracting Parties 
will continue to consolidate and expand mutually advantageous and 
comprehensive co-operation in these fields as well as expand trade, 
transport and communications between them on the basis of the 
priniciples of equality, mutual benefit and most-faoared nation treatment 
subject to the existing agreements and special arrangements with 



contiguous countries as specified in the Indo-Soviet Trade Agreement of 
December 26, 1970. 

Article 7 : The High Contracting Parties shall promote further 
development of ties and contacts between them in the firelds of science, 
art, literature, education public health, press, radio, television, cinema, 
tourism and sports. 

Article 8 : In accordance with the traditional friendship established 
between the two countries, each of the High Contracting Parties 
solemnly declares that it shall not enter into participate in any military 
alliance directed against the other party. 

Each High Contracting Party undertakes to abstain from any 
aggression against other Peirty and to prevent the use of its territory for 
the commission of any act which might inflict military damage on the 
other High Contracting Party. 

Article 9 ; Each High Contracting Party undertakes to abstain from 
providing any assistance to any third party that engages in armed conflict 
with other Party. In the event of either Party being subjected to an attack 
or a threat thereof, the High Contracting Parties shall immediately, enter 
into mutual consultations in order to remove such a threat and to take 
appropriate effective measures to ensure peace and security of their 
countries. 

Article 10 ; Each High Contracting Party solemnly declares that it 
shall not enter into any obligation secret or public with one or more 
States which is incompatible with this treaty. Each High Contracting 
Paity further declares that no obligation exists nor shall any obligation 
be entered into between itself and any other State or States which might 
cause milittiry damage to the other Party. 

Article 11 ; This Treaty is concluded for a duration of twenty years 
and will be automatically extended for each successive period of five 
years unless either High Contracting Party declares its desire to 
terminate it by giving a notice to the other High Contracting Party 
twelve months prior to expiration of Treaty. The Treaty will be subject to 
ratification and will come into force on the date of exchange of 
Instruments of Ratification which will take place in Moscow within one 
month of the signing of this Treaty. 

Article 12 ; Any difference of interpretation of any Article or 
Articles of this Treaty, which may arise between the High Contracting 
Parties, will be settled bilaterally by peaceful means in a spirit of mutual 
respect and understanding. 



The said plenipotentiaries have signed the present Treaty in Hindi, 
Russian and English, all texts being equally authentic and have affixed 
thereto their seals. 

DONE in New Delhi on 9th Day of August in the year 1971. 

On behalf of the Republic of India signed 
Swaran Singh, Minister of External Affairs. 

On behalf of the Union of Soviet Socialist 
Republics signed A. Gromyko, Minister of 
Foreign Affairs. 
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MEETING THE CRISIS 

Parliament began its session on March 19 and some events, which 
happened on March 25 and 26 beyond our frontiers in Bangladesh 
shocked the world. The people of Bangladesh are fighting for the same 
objective for which you and I carried on a long struggle in our country. 

The events in Bangladesh have created a crisis. Over 73 lakhs of 
people have taken shelter in India to escape massacre by the Pakistan 
Army. We had not invited them. How could we do that ? We have 
shortage of many things in our own land. So, how could we invite them 
to come and increase the want and sufferings of our own people. It was 
no fault of ours that they came. They left their land to escape from the 
calamity that has befallen them. Even those who had nothing to do with 
politics were being massacred. Their houses were set on fire and all sorts 
of atrocities were committed on them. 

If anyone among you goes to the camps where they have been 
lodged and sees their plight, he would never say that the Government or 
the people of India do not want them to go back. No human being can 
stand in mud and water all day and night with a child in his lap, because 
there is no dry place to sit, if he can go back to his homeland and find a 
resting place there. The refugees are prepared to suffer all this here 
because on their own land they were victims of barbarous atrocities. We 
are trying our best to give succour to these suffering millions. We told 
them and we told the world as well that we can keep them only for a 
short period. No country can afford to absorb or keep such a large mass 
of people from another country. It is not possible for us also to do so and 
we shall never agree to it. We have clearly told the world community 
about it. 

You are well aware that we do what we say. But there are some who 
believe that to raise slogans is enough. Those who always rediculed 
Satyagraha have come forward to offer Satyagraha on the Bangladesh 
issue. Their present Satyagraha has no meaning because those offering 
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Free transtation of speech in Hindi at a public meeting at India Gate, New Delhi, August 
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themselves for it know that they would be released in a couple of hours. 
The true Satyagraha, was during the freedom struggle when the 
Satyagrahis did not know if they would have to remain in prison for 
seven years or even ten years. That was the occasion for Satyagraha. But 
those now offering Satyagraha made a mockery of it then. The object of 
Satyagraha is to secure recognition for Bangladesh. We have never said 
that we shall not recognise Bangladesh. But Government would take 
steps only after carefully studying all aspects of the question. It has to be 
assessed if such a step would help solve the Bangladesh crisis and 
strengthen our own nation. This would be the test of our decision. 
Recogniston by itself would not be an act of great bravery. We know that 
such a decision would be greeted by our people. But we have to think 
how it will affect the people living in want and misery not only in our 
land but in Bangladesh as well. I can assure you that Government will 
carry out the promises made. Government will always take such steps as 
will benefit crores of our own people and those of Bangladesh. 

An objection may be made why I talk of the good of the people of 
another country. But you must be aware how greatly the events there 
have affected us and will affect us in future as well. 

Even the biggest and the richest country in the world today will not 
welcome such a huge influx of refugees and will not be prepared to give 
them succour. We, who are among the poorest nations of the world, have 
taken up this burden, fully realising its implications. We have done this 
because the only way to stop the influx of refugees was to shoot them 
when they entered our borders or to tell them that this would be done. 
There was no other way of stopping the influx of people in’ such large 
numbers. There is another aspect to this problem. Shall we stop people 
from coming to us knowing fully well that they would be massacred in 
their homeland ? This has not been our tradition. India has always kept 
its doors open for people in distress whatever the difficulties we might 
have to face. We gave them whatever help we could. Even today, our 
people are prepared to make sacrifices to save the lives of those who 
have sought shelter with us. But just now, we are not able to do much for 
them. 

We certainly want help from outside and we have been receiving 
some. But we must all understand an important issue which I have 
stressed wherever I have addressed people in this country. It is that we 
must stand on our own legs and not rely on others. Whatever the 
hardships, we must bear them ourselves even if no one comes to our 
help. The question is not if we have friends or whether anybody will 
help us. Of course, we shall be grateful to those who offer us help, but 
we cannot rely on others. 



I am conscious of the great burden on us. As I said earlier, even the 
biggest and the richest country would totter under such a heavy burden. 
We also tottered, but we are standing firm and have held our head high 
because we are consicious that what we are doing is in accordance with 
our tradition, self-respect and the ideal of good neighbourliness. 

The path ahead is hard and difficult. It has been so for years and our 
difficulties might increase further. But I know that the greater the 
difficulties the greater will be our courage and strength. We shall show 
the world that no power on earth can cow down his country despite its 
poverty, economic backwardness and illiteracy. Many have threatened 
us. Many have brandished their swords. But that is not our way. We do 
not want to glorify these people by talking about them. But we know that 
there is no real strength in those who give out such threats. They will try 
to find an excuse to save themselves. This has been our experience with 
some nations and some people even in our own land. While the people 
of Bangladesh are undergoing terrible sufferings, there are some in this 
country who are attempting to make political gains on the Bangladesh 
issue. This is something very painful. The leader of an opposition party 
said today that if I did not consider it proper to gave recognition to 
Bangladesh today, this did not mean that there was unity of opinion on 
the issue. I never said that there could not be two opinions. I only said 
that at this juncture all those who wanted Government to take strong 
steps must do their best to strengthen the Government. This is not the 
time for the different political parties to weaken the Government because 
this results in the world getting a strange picture of this country. One of 
the objects of our meeting today is to show the world that India does not 
care for these small political groups, whatever noise they might make. 
India is united and strong and the Government has the solid backing of 
the people who are prepared for all sacrifices and hardships. They know 
that if they stand united, with courage, this would impress not only our 
neighbours but the world as well. By our strength alone we can inspire 
courage among the people of Bangladesh. The greatest help we can 
render them is to let them know that their neighbouring country and its 
Government are strong and they cannot be forced to change their attitude 
under any pressure or threat. Our object is to help the people of 
Bangladesh. At the same time, we cannot ignore our own people who 
need help. We have to strengthen the whole country and are therefore 
going ahead with our programmes. 
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PRIME MINISTER MRS. INDIRA GANDHI’S MESSAGE TO 
HEADS OF GOVERNMENT ON AUGUST 10,1971 

The Prime Minister, Mrs. Indira Gandhi, addressed the following 
message to Heads of Government on August 10,1971: 

Government and people of India as well as our Press and Parliament 
are greatly perturbed by the reported statement of President Yahya Khan 
that he is going to start secret military trial of Mujibur Rahman without 
affording him any foreign legal assistance. We apprehend that this so- 
called trial will be used only as a cover to execute Sheikh Muibur 
Rahman. This will aggravate the situation in East Bengal and will create 
a serious situation in India because of the strong feelings of our people 
and all political parties. Hence our grave anxiety. We appeal to you to 
exercise your influence with President Yahya Khan to take a realistic 
view in the larger interest of the peace and stability of this region. 
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FOREIGN MINISTER SARDAR SWARAN SINGH'S MESSAGE TO 
UN SECRETARY-GENERAL, U THANT, ON AUGUST 10,1971 

The Foreign Minister, Mr. Sivaran Singh, sent the following message 
to the UN Secretary-General, U Thant, on August 10, 1971 : 

We are distressed and shocked at the announcement made in 
Rawalpindi that they propose to commence Sheikh Mujibur Rahman's 
trial from tomorrow. This announcement comes in the wake of the 
several categorical statements which have lately emanated from 
President Yahya Khan about Sheikh’s culpability in waging war against 
Pakistan and in having indulged in treasonous activities Sheikh Mujibur 
Rahman is an outstanding leader of his people, much beloved and much 
respected. His victory at the polls in December 1970 was perhaps the 
most magnificent one, in any similar election anywhere in the world, in 
recent years. Our people. Press, Parliament and Government are all 
convinced that the problems which have been created for us by Pakistani 
action in East Bengal will be multiplied ten-fold if the Government of 
Pakistan do something precipitate and extreme in the context of Sheikh 
Mujibur Rahman's life and welfare. We would like to appeal to your 
Excellency to take urgent steps to request Government of Pakistan not to 
take this action which is certain to make their difficulties and ours very 
much worse. Anything they do to Mujib now will have grave and 
perilous consequences. 
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India-Indonesia Joint Communique at the conclusion of Foreign 
Minister Sardar Swaran Singh's visit to Indonesia 
August 15,1971 

At the invitation of His Excellency Adam Malik, Minister for 
Foreign Affairs of the Republic of Indonesia, His Excellency Sardar 
Swaran Singh, Minister of External Affairs of the Republic of India, paid 
a visit to Indonesia from the 12th to 15th August, 1971. He was 
accompanied by Mr. R N. Menon, Secretary to the Government of India, 
Minister of External Affairs, Mr. R. D. Sathe, Joint Secretary of the 
Ministry of External Affairs and Mr. E. Gonsalves, Joint Secretary of the 
South-East Asia Division of the Ministry of External Affairs. 

During his visit, the Minister of External Affairs of India was 
received by His Excellency President Soeharto. He had talks with His 
Excellecny General A. H. Nasution, Chairman of the Provisional 
People’s Consultative Assembly, His Excellency Adam Malik, Minister 
for Foreign Affairs, and His Excellency Dr. Sjarif Thayeb, Deputy 
Speaker of Parliament. At these talks, the Minister of External Affairs of 
India was assisted by members of his delegation and by His Excellency 
N. B. Menon, Ambassador of India to Indonesia. 

The Minister for Foreign Affairs of Indonesia was assisted by Mr. R. 
B. I. N. Djajadiningrat, Director-General for Political Affairs of the 
Department of Foreign Affairs, Mr. Ismael Thajeb, Director-General for 
External Economic Affairs of the Department of Foreign Affairs, Mr. 
Her Tashing, Director-General for Security and Communication of the 
Department of Foreign Afairs, Mr. A. B. Lubis, Director of the Foreign 
Minister's Cabinet, and Mr. Nurmathias, Director for Asian and Pacific 
Affairs of the Department of Foreign Affairs. 

Discussion between the two Foreign Ministers were held in an 
atmosphere of cordiality and understanding, and covered a wide range of 
subjects of common interest and various recent developments in 
international affairs. Among the subjects, on whcih there was a mutual 
exchange of views, were the situation in South-East Asia, the Indian 
Ocean, co-operation among non-aligned nations, the recent Treaty of 
Peace, Friendship and Co-operation concluded between India and the 
Soviet Union, and regional economic co-operation. 




In discussing the problems of the region, both sides re-affirmed their 
belief in the policy of non-alignment as an important factor in the 
maintenance of universal peace and international security, and in the 
lessening of tensions in the world. This is particularly appropriate in the 
present conditions prevailing in Asia where the people of each country 
should be left to determine their destiny free from outside interference. 
They recognise the need for consolidating the sovereignty and 
independence of all non-aligned nations in this region in the spirit of the 
Declaration of the Lusaka Summit. They re-affirmed their belief that 
recent developments in Asia had made it necessary for those countries of 
South and South Asia following a policy of non-dignment of strengthen 
their ties by mutual consultation and agreement directed towards 
creating a climate for peace, security and stability. It was also desirable 
for all non-aligned countries to continue to meet frequent to further the 
policies laid down at the Lusaka Summit. 

The two Foreign Ministers discuss the situation arising out of the 
flow of refugees into India from East Pakistan and expressed concern at 
the tragic event which had led to this situation. They agreed on the 
urgent need to work for the creation of such conditions as would be 
conductive to the return of the refugees to their homes. 

The Minister of External Affairs of India conveyed the appreciation 
of the Prime Minister of India for the message received from the 
President of Indonesia in this connection, expressing his abiding concern 
over the humanitarian problem involved, and conveying that the 
Government of Indonesia will spare no effort to assist whenever possible 
in the attainment of peaceful and stable conditions in this part of the 
world. 

They affirmed the view already expressed at previous meetings that 
the problems of Indo-China could only be resolved through a peaceful 
political settlement through negotiations which will enable the people of 
those States to decide their future free from foreign interference. 

In reviewing the bilateral relations between the two countries, both 
Foreign Ministers emphasised the need to make continuous efforts to 
promote the existing good relations between the two countries in various 
fields. 

The two Ministers also reviewed bilateral co-operation within the 
framework of the Cultural and Educational Agreement of 1955. They 
noted with satisfaction the increased exchanges that have taken place 
during the past two years, and agreed to continue efforts to expand the 
scope of mutually beneficial co-operation in the fields of education, 
science, technology and culture. 
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The two Foreign Minister noted with pleasure the increasing 
bilateral exchanges between the leaders of the two countries in a great 
variety of fields, and felt that this developement should continue to 
grow so that the relations between the two countries would grow ever 
deeper and stronger. In this connection, they reviewed the programmes 
for economic and cultural co-operation between the two countries. The 
two Foreign Ministers discussed arrangements to identify areas of 
economic and technical co-operation, for the promotion of trade and 
development of joint industrial ventures. 

The Foreign Ministers re-affirmed the need to intensify the concrete 
steps being taken towards achieving the goal of regional economic co¬ 
operation. In this connection, they paid tribute to the initiatives being 
taken by the Asian Council of Ministers of ECAFE. 

The Foreign Ministers recognised the need to intensify co-operation 
in all fields of economic and social activity at international forums, on 
the basis of the principles and conclusions of the First and Second 
United Nations Conference on Trade and Development, the provisions of 
the Charter of Algiers, and the objectives of the Second United Nations 
Development Decade. 

The Foreign Minister of India expressed his sincere thanks and 
appreciation to the warm welcome and cordial hospitality accorded to 
him and his party during his visit to Indonesia. He extended an invitation 
to the Foreign Minister of Indonesia to visit India. 
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Prime Minister Indira Gandhi's interview with the 

Secretary-General, World Peace Council, published on 

August 30,1971 

Following is the text of World Peace Council Secretary-General Ramesh 
Chandra's interview with Prime Minister Indira Gandhi: 

Q. Madam, the Indo-Soviet Treaty has been acclaimed by the 
overwhelming majority of the people of India. What would you say 
could be the reason for this near unanimous welcome. 

A. Friendship between India and the Soviet Union has grown in 
many directions over the years. In the international area, we have both 
worked for peace and have opposed racialism and colonialism. The 
Soviet Union has helped our programmes for the achievement of self- 
reliance through developing heavy industry. 

International relations have entered an era of rapid change, range and 
direction of which is not predictable. Nations are seeking new ties and 
are cutting across old rigidities. This is a welcome trend. But some 
countries are taking advantage of these changes to embark upon 
opportunistic adventures. 

We are convinced that the present Treay will discourage such 
adventurism on the part of countries which have shown a pathological 
hostility towards us. Our people look upon the Soviet Union as a friend. 
That is why the Treaty has received such widespread acclaim in our 
country. 

Q. What would be its impact on the climate for peace in this part of 
the world, particularly with reference to the liberation struggle of the 
people of the Bangla Desh ? 

A. To begin with the second part of your question, the struggle in 
Bangla Desh is between the 75 million people on the one side and the 
vindictive, cruel and autocratic military regime of Islamabad on the 
other. The people of Bangla Desh are united in the fight for their just 
demands. But we know that resentment against military rule is 
increasing among the people of West Pakistan also, whether they belong 
to Baluchistan, N. W. F. P. for even the favoured provinces of Sind and 
Punjab. 

Our people. Parliament and Government have extended full 
sympathy and support to the people of Bangla Desh. We have no quarrel 




with the people of West Pakistan. The problem is not an Indo-Pakistan 
one. 

The military regime in Islamabad is isolated from its people and is 
waging war against them. That is why it seeks to divert the attention of 
the people of Pakistan, as well as of the rest of the world, from the agony 
of Bangla Desh by attempting to give an Indo-Pakistan complexion to 
the problem. The threat of war might be an act of desperation, but how 
can we fail to take note of it ? However, we feel that the Treaty will act 
as a deterrent against any rash adventurism on the part of Islamabad. 

But peace does not mean merely the absence of hostilities, nor can 
there be peace while oppression and injustice prevails. Peace must be 
based on the fulfilment of the just aspirations of the people. 

Q. You have rightly said that the Treaty is not a departure from the 
concept of non-alignment, but that it actually strengthens the forces of 
non-alignment all over the world. Would you kindly elaborate this 
statement ? 

Ans. While staying out of power blocs, we have sought the 
friendship of governments of different persuasions. Peaceful co¬ 
existence and conviction that war should be ruled out as a means of 
settling issues, have been basic guiding principles of our policy. 
Simultaneously, we have also opposed colonialism and racialism. Many 
other nations of Asia and Africa have pursued a similar policy. The 
Soviet Union has extended unreserved respect and support to our policy 
of non-alignment. This has been incorporated in the Treaty itself. 

The word 'non-alignment' has been misinterpreted : that is why such 
doubts arise. The Treaty does not compromise our non-aligned position. 

The national interest of non-aligned countries has to be safeguarded 
from threats of military adventurism. Security must be achieved in a 
manner which eschews hagemony or confrontation and ensures lasting 
peace. This is precisely what the Indo-Soviet Treaty of Friendship, Peace 
and Co-operation does. 

Q. What is your estimate of the prospects for Peace in South-East 
Asia and West Asia ? 

Ans. Peace in South-East Asia depends on the solution of the 
problem of Vietnam, Laos and Cambodia. All these three are now inter¬ 
related. However, a settlement has to be reached in South Vietnam. 
There is increasing recognition of the fact that there is no military 
solution. Recently, the Provisional Revolutionary Government of South 
Vietnam made certain proposals. The crucial point there is that of the 
withdrawal of foreign forces, and more specially of American forces. I 
have no doubt that if this withdrawal is made within a certain fixed time- 



frame, then South Vietnam could be left to work out its future without 
military or political interference from outside. Sooner or later, the 
Vietnam problem will have to be settled along these lines. 

There is at present a settlement in West Asia. However, potentially 
the situation is dangerous. The greater the delay in finding a solution, the 
more difficult the problem will become. The directions in which a 
solution has to be sought are laid down in the U.N. Security Council 
Resolution of 1967. President Anwar Sadat has made a series of 
proposal. In our view, they deserve careful consideration. 

Q. The Treaty refers to colonialism, racialism and disarment. In 
what way do you think it makes a contribution on the anti-colonialism 
and anti-racial movement and to progress towards disarmament ? 

Ans. The Treaty reiterates both Government's desire to continue the 
struggle against all forms of colonialism and racialism. Similarly, we 
shall continue to work for disarmament. The reiteration of the solemn 
determination of the two countries should strengthen the movements for 
peace and justice. 
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INDO-NEPAL JOINT COMMUNIQUE AT THE 

CONCLUSION OF FOREIGN MINISTER SARDAR SWARAN 

SINGH S VISIT TO NEPAL 

SEPTEMBER 5,1971 

The Foreign Minister of India, Sardar Swaran Singh, paid a goodwill 
visit to Nepal from 3rd September to 5th September, 1971, at the 
invitation of His Majesty's Government of Nepal. He was accompanied 
by Shri P. N. Menon, Secretary, Ministry of External Affairs, Shri 
Thomas Abraham, Joint Secretary, Ministry of External Affairs and Shri. 
S. Venkataraman, Under Secretary, Ministry of External Affairs. 

During his visit, the Minister of External Affairs of India had an 
audience with His Majesty the King of Nepal. He had talks with the Rt. 
Honourable Shri Kirti Nidhi Bista, Prime Minister and Minister for 
Foreign Affairs, His Majesty's Government of Nepal, and also paid a 
courtesy call on the Honourable Shri Gyandendra Bahadur Karki, 
Minister of Education, Land Reform, Food, Agfriculture and Forest. 

The Ambassador of India in Kathmandu, His Excellency Shri L. P. 
Singh, and the Royal Nepalese Ambassador in New Delhi, His 
Excellency Sardar Bhim Bahadur Pande, Shri B. R. Bhandary, Foreign 
Secretary, His Majesty's Government of Nepal, and Shri P. N. Menon, 
Secretary, Ministry of External Affairs, Government of India, assisted 
the Ministers during these talks. 

The Prime Minister and Foreign Minister discussed in depth and 
perspective the relations between India and Nepal in various fields. They 
reiterated their mutual respect for, and interest in, each other's 
soverignity, independence and territorial integrity, and the principle of 
non-interference in internal affairs. They emphasised the age-old close 
links between the two countries and peoples in various fields, and 
stressed the need to further strengthen them to their mutual benefit. 

The Minister of External Affairs of India appreciated the all-round 
progress made by Nepal under the wise guidance of His Majesty the 
King. 

His Excellency the Prime Minister of Nepal expressed appreciation 
of His Majesty's Government for the assistance given by the 
Government of India to Nepal and expressed the hope tfiat this co- 





operation would continue. The Foreign Minister of India assured the 
Prime Minister of Nepal that the Government of India would continue 
their efforts to widen the areas of co-operation between the two 
countries. 

The two Ministers expressed satisfaction over the recently 
concluded. Treaty of Trade and Transit, and expressed the hope that this 
Treat would help Nepal to implement repidly its policy of 
industrialisation and diversification of her trade. 

The Prime Minister of Nepal and the Minister of External Affairs of 
India discussed in international situation and reiterated their continued 
adherence to the policy of non-alignment as an important factor in the 
maintenance of universal peace and international security and che 
lessening to tensions in the world. 

The Prime Minister of Nepal noted the social and economic 
implications to India as a result of facing the rpoblem of millions of 
refugees from East Pakistan. The two Ministers agreed on the urgent 
need for the creation of conditions for their return of the refugees to their 
homes. 

The Foreign Minister of India thanked the Prime Minister of Nepal 
for the hospitality and courtesies extended to him and his party during 
their stay in Kathmandu. On behalf of the Prime Minister of India, 
Shrimati Indira Gandhi, he extended a cordial invitation of His 
Excellency the Prime Minister of Nepal to visit India as soon as 
conventient, which has been accepted. 



^srfjp^f^Tm )>\r (7n:*5ira, 

5f^«m ^5it^: 

CW»rof^ (7Tm?r ^ : 

^^a», (Trc^hRT—’fw® 3t 1^ viR ^ ^“^8? 

C^tlftlTP fWC^IC^H CT, C"ffl?% 

cnrft wrsns wra^ ^ ’Ttot wi^ 
c'iTO '5# >ic'W5? cm^mH ^'s ^thb i ^ntft 

1^W ^ C’ftft^ 'sfit >lt‘^“i«i ^si^flr® I 

^rsB ‘5?s CSTBra 3t ?5ci 

'spir^m ^ ^^«=iiciic*B ^*rn?B w^ sm^ 

COBB'S TfBTT B On-^ ^ ^ >fBT tROT TOt ^ ^ 

P^C^'»j*'oB c^«i *fB®n^ f^Fi>^ ^c?j <Jtc^ I 

^ ms w®t Rf^eiicwc*B BrtnnB 

vbBC^^J WRBB W=TT ’BRil ^?.-*m^cf 

I 

c^nfti si^s^fm Tf^^rrw^f ^^twb “RnsfM^^ 

ft5rf??fB” ^«?rr ^ cw'STit rc^t >j<c^b sff^if^ sms i ^’Bt ^ 
^ 2BR:5f ^<?rf sms \ ^bwb's^ sjf^^ csm 

cws^ ?BB mms «b^ ct ^ to 

toh^tob I 

"SBCTO RTOT SSJ( I 

srf^f^ TO^ 2f% ^ c^fTO c^BT«^ srrot 

*B«rfff WTJB ^<?rr \ 4%b ^ fw(^ c^Bf f®r« 

^ cwn fiBn»i mss '£(SK cs ^s w^ 

C>i*rQt%^ 'ijto TOC^ ms 1 

^Tt^s^TO ^ si^Ms 3t ■*ntf 'siTc’t TO^ wms 

^ (Ti>^'0f%? <il^ ms <B, t^BtTB RT^TO'Bt 

WTTB W (7H ^ I "sr:^, i£l^ 

<1lf^«lW<J TOrsft«t BJtTO I 

^rwfHib^ii* Rf?TOwc»B ^srtcTOTO ccitr ^'qttb 
’I tt^s^TO s^ms s(1%f^ BT^TOPfC*B srf^f^ St 

<flB til TT«f5 TOT=T I St "^#^1 ^ ^1 <1C'^C^H, «llfWn?B 

TORBB Bt^TOBTO ^CTO I 





'iirsfMt 'S ^^J^fsi (??(r^ <£| ^5£fPT 

^ I <^iR»'«rc^ii w Tst^vQ ^«}3fiRs ^?.-35f^ ’•rm 

?rT’^ CStT'^sTO I 

3t (Tft^ ^51^ 's wtsrf^Tim ^ 3t 

vbMHH WPH C^TM^n ^ Wl<^lw 
^ firsts I 

wm "srtwfcf ft ^ ^mus \ 

1%f^ ^5rn»r®ft<=t ^r^prit ’srtWifw^ >rspm i 

c^hazf^ csrtot ^ <?n5# ^8 (Tn:’^ ^ <w%*ih (?i, 

C#T WfTl^ ^ <rettHf^<|i I 

ft c’ttft^ ^tf^ 

mrt’t ^ ^ I f^ ^iHp^'t^ writn ^ 

m**Tm ’ijiw>id5tH'?iH ■*m«rTf1w^ tksfui? cpTi?»t 

1 ^??nOTc*m C3=!^ ^ srcTOj ■^m\ %f^ i 

^9m «ii^ I 'STHTi j^o 

c^ w?! I 

ft ^ io f^f%-*m ^ ^rrsrfl^ Ttf^ 
^ c?sTi^ csrm^ C5^<i ?rrTO -'tt^ ^ i 









iJ5> (?TC^, 


YAHYA WILL BE FORCED TO YIELD, SAYS J. RAM 


New Delhi, September 18 

The Defence Minister, Mr. Jagjivan Ram, today explained India's 
concept of a "political solution" of the Bangladesh problem as one that 
would have the approval of the elected representatives of the war- 
ravaged land. 

"These elected representative have said in unmistakable terms that 
nothing short of complete independence will satisfy them." Mr. Jagjivan 
Ram observed while speaking at a discussion on "India's defence 
preparedness" here today. 

The way the Mukti Bahini was making heavy dents into Pakistan 
army's strategy and morale and the way international public opinion was 
turning against the military regime of Pakistan, it was possible that 
President Yahya Khan might be forced to concede this demand. 

The Defence Minister said repeated threads of a "total war" against 
India if the freedom fighters liberated any part of Bangladesh only 
showed that the Pakistan President was becoming increasingly conscious 
of the growing strength of Bangali freedom fighters. 

These threats he said were utterances of a "much harassed General" 
who was facing rebellion from the people and even from the army ranks. 

He chided the "prophets of doom" who thought that in the event of a 
war, an unprepared India Army would be defeated. On the contrary, "my 
boys in the Army, the Navy and the Air Force are ready for the orders", 
he added. 


Amidst cheers, the Defence Minister declared that if attacked, "I will 
not only protect my borders but also thrust the enemy deep down into his 
terriotory." 

Mr. Jagjivan Ram disagreed with a suggestion that in the event of an 
Indo-Pakistani conflict, the United Nations forces would intervene. He 
also chided, those who questioned the Government's wisdom in 
permitting the influx of refugees. —UNI. 
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Extracts from Prime Minister Indira Gandhi's address 
at the Moscow University 

September 29 1971 

.... The efforts of the Indian people are often thwarted by forces 
beyond our control. Earlier this year in our General Elections, the people 
of India gave us a mandate for progress. We were about to embark upon 
a new programme of economic advance, when from across our frontiers 
we had a new kind of invasion; not of armed men, but of a vast influx of 
helpless terror-stricken men, women and children from East Bengal— 
some wounded, some ill and all hungry. More than 9 million people have 
come in the last six months and they continue to pour in. Has there been 
a greater migration in history ? 

When millions of people are pushed into another's territory, 
jeopardizing its normal life, its plans for the future, and its very security, 
it is obvious that peace is in peril. We have shown the greatest 
forbearance, but it is essential that the basic cause of the crisis be 
immediately removed by a political solution acceptable to the people 
concerned. Unfortunately, there is no sign that this is being attempted. It 
is the world’s responsibility to create without further delay conditions to 
enable the regugees to return to their homes in safety and dignity. 
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NO TALKS WITH PAKISTAN ON BANGLADESH, U. N. Told 

U. N. H. Q., Oct. 6—India has firmly rejected any bilateral 
negotiations on the problem of Bangladesh on the ground that it is 
entirely of Pakistan's own making, says PTI. 

India's permanent representative at the U. N. Mr, Samar Sen, made 
this clear yesterday in a rejoinder at the General Assembly to counter 
certain allegations made by the leader of the Pakistani delegation, Mr. 
Mahmud Ali, in his speech earlier. 

Mr. Sen said the problem of Bangladesh was one between East and 
West Pakistan. "We do not wish to come into it", he declared. 

"We cannot come into it and we should not come into it. Those who 
believe that Indian co-operation in this field is necessary, should realize 
that while co-operation with a neighbour is always to be welcomed, no 
one can expect India to co-operate with Pakistan in a partnership to 
continue the massacre, to tolerate the extinction of human rights, to 
make a mockery of self-determination about which Pakistan never tires 
of speaking in relation to Kashmir and in perpetraiting massive 
brutalities." 

The Indian External Affairs Minister Mr. Swaran Singh was present, 
but Mr. Sen made the statement on behalf of India. 

Mr. Sen denied as baseless the allegation made by Mr. Ali, first at a 
Press Conference and later in the General Assembly, that India had fired 
1,000 shells across the border at Agartala on September 29 and read a 
telegram received from New Delhi which said that, in fact, it was West 
Pakistan's armed forces that has been shelling Indian territory and killing 
the people over the past several weeks. 

India had made 400 complaints, the telegram said. 

Mr. Sen said the allegation had been made by Mr. Ali in an attempt 
of justify Pakistan's aggressive action. 

In his speech the Pakistani delegate had sought to equate the 
situation in Bangladesh with that in Kashmir. He alleged that a million 
refugees had fled Kashmir and charged that India had refused to 
establish conditions which would enable them to return. 
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Foreign Minister Sardar Swaran Singh's speech at the All India 
Congress Committee Session at Simla 
October 8,1971 

I am extremely grateful to the members of the A.l.C.C. who have 
unanimously and whole-heartedly endorsed the Indo-U.S.S.R. Treaty. As 
ours is a political body, therefore, apart from the general approval and 
full endorsement, it is necessary for us on an occasion like this to 
understand clearly the contents of such a far-reaching document and also 
the various important ideas which have been concretised in this Treaty. 1 
would like to consider this Treaty as comprising four important aspects 
and elements. First and foremost, it is agreed by the two countries that 
they will constantly, assiduously and energetically work for elimination 
of remnents of colonialism and for ending the racist regimes wherever 
they are. This is a very important joint declaration which is contained in 
the Treaty. The House is, no doubt, aware that still large portions of the 
world are under colonial domination and racist regimes. The protuguese 
colonial rule still pervades in Angola, in Mozambique and in what is 
called Portuguese Guinea. Racist regimes are still flourishing 
notwithstanding the unanimous resolution adopted by the United Nations 
in its various organs—in South Africa, in Namibia and also in Rhodesia. 
It has always been the ideal of our great Organisation—the Congress—to 
work for elimination of colonialism and for ending racist regimes. This 
posture of ours was however not adopted after Independence, but this 
has been our objective even before Independence, and the Congress 
organisation always raised their voice in a very effective manner against 
colonialism and, in fact, the Father of the Nation, Mahatma Ji, started his 
early political activity in South Africa itself. It is a matter of regret and a 
matter of misfortune that South Africa still continues to practice 
apartheid under a racist regime. Determination of two countries like 
Soviet Union and India to end the remnants of colonialism and racism is 
an important article which is contained in the Treaty. 

Another important concept in the Treaty is the Soviet Union's 
acceptance of the policy of non-alignment which is being pursued by 
India. It is surprising that some people, at any rate in the initial stages, 
did raise a voice of criticism saying that this Treaty compromises India's 
policy of non-alignment. If a careful scrutiny of this criticism is made, 
both from inside the country or from certain quarters abroad, it will be 
clear that generally this criticism has come not from any non-aligned 





country but from countries which themselves are aligned and are 
members of military pacts. It is interesting that on India's signing this 
Treaty of Peace, Friendship and Co-operation with Soviet Union the love 
for non-alignment should suddenly spring in the hearts of those people 
who themselves and their countries are members of military pacts and 
defence pacts. This Treaty in actual terms specifically says that the 
Soviet Union respects India's policy of non-alignment. Not only that, I 
think, it was for the first time that in a formal document the Soviet Union 
accepted the validity of the policy of non alignment as a major factor for 
peace and for reducing tensions throughout the world. So, not only has 
India's policy of non-alignment been fully safeguarded but the validity of 
the concept of non-alignment in the context of international affairs is 
incorporated in Article FV of the Treaty. 

I would also like to draw the attention of the House and the country 
to the relevant clause in the latest communique that was issued at the end 
of our Prime Minister's visit to Moscow. This concept of non-alignment 
and India's policy of non-alignment have again been specifically 
mentioned in the joint communique that was issued at the end of our 
Prime Minister's visit. 

The third important provision of the Treaty relates to the acceptance 
by the two countries of the desirability of co-operation between the two 
countries in the scientific field, in the technological field and in various 
fields for them mutual benefit of two countries. It will be an important 
provision according to which the advance in science and technology, the 
advance in latest sophisticated fields of technology, advances in the field 
of electronics, of other sophisticated fields in which Soviet Union 
undoubtedly has made termendous progress, India on the basis of this 
agreement can fully get the maximum benefit by mutual co-operation 
which no longer depends upon the exigencies of any par ticular situation, 
but is solemnly agreed in the form of Treaty between the two countries, 
and under these provisions it will be of mutual benefit and, I feel, very 
much to India's advantage that we can take full and complete advantage 
for advancing our economy, for advancing our industry, for advancing 
our scientific know-how and knowledge by drawing freely upon the 
U.S.S.R resources which are available to us in this Treaty as a result of 
the clauses in the Treaty. 

The fourth important provision about which quite naturally a great 
deal of popular upsurge has been expressed in the country, is that which 
could broadly be described as touching upon the security aspect. This 
provision is contained in three clauses in the Treaty and it is important 
for us to understand the implications of the security aspect of the Treaty. 
I would like to say that unlike military pacts or defence pacts, by 



entering into this Treaty neither of the two countries will get 
automatically involved if the other party is involved in a military 
conflict. This is the real difference between this Treaty and the 
conventional military pact or mutual defence pact. Under those pacts, 
there is automatic involvement of the other country if one of the 
countries might be involved in an armed conflict. There is no such 
provision in this Treaty. There is, however, clear provision about what 
could be described as non-aggression, that is, neither of the two 
countries will take any action which might harm the other country. More 
so, there is further provision that if any of the two countries is engaged 
in any armed conflict then the other country will not give any help of any 
type to the country that might be engaged in such a conflict with either 
of the contracting parties, that is, India and Soviet Union. Now, this is an 
important provision because in our country from time to time, and quite 
rightly for reasons of security, doubts were always expressed that if we 
are engaged in an armed conflict with any other country where is the 
guarantee that such other country will not continue to get aid not 
withstanding the past declarations to the contrary that might have been 
made by ourselves. Again there has to be an assurance about our getting 
in a continuous manner whatever supplies we may require for 
strengthening our defence potential. I would say that both these negative 
and positive aspects are fully safeguarded in this Treaty. To put it in 
unimbiguous terms; after conclusion of this Treaty, Soviet Union is not 
now entitled to make any military supplies of any type of Pakistan nor 
give £iny help to Pakistan which might strengthen the military potential 
of Pakistan. Again, as Chavan Ji very lucidly explained, there are very 
important provisions in this Treaty which are vital for our security. But 
the central key-note in the Treaty is not war and conflict, but to avoid 
war and to strengthen the forces of peace. In a nutshell, the essence of 
these security provisions is that when either of these two countries is 
either attacked or is faced with the threat of an attack, then the two 
countries will start negotiation with the object of avoiding that threat or 
to doing away with that aggression, and steps will be taken—"effective 
steps" are the words used in the Treaty-to ensure that the threat of attack 
is avoided and attack if any, is prevented or is vacated or done away 
with. Therefore, these are very important security provisions, in the 
Treaty, and if I may say the Treaty was concluded at a time when feeling 
in the country was fully receptive to a concrete step of this type, as it 
was often said that in moments of test, in moments of trial, who are our 
friends ? It is very interesting that those voices which used to remind us: 
"where and who are your friends," they themselves has started picking 
holes in the Treaty. 1 would like the country and this great organisation 
to be reminded of the immediate reaction even from the leaders of 



parties who are traditionally opposed to the Congress. Even they, as the 
first reaction to the conclusion of this Treaty, did not have the courage to 
oppose this Treaty and their spokesmen on the floor of the House did 
support the Treaty and did not raise any voice of dissent. They did, 
however, try to raise doubts, but they knew that the feeling in the 
country in favour of the Treaty is so strong that they would be 
completely isolated if they attacked the Treaty and therefore they did not 
have the courage even though they may have different political 
motivations to oppose the Treaty. Later on, however, I do not know what 
may be the considerations, uncharitable interpretations can perhaps point 
out to some wire-pulling, but they did try later on to alter their original 
stand of support to the Treaty and started in some form or other to offer 
some voice of criticism. But the more we consider the terms of the 
Treaty the impact produced in the country and the effect produced in the 
international community, there is no doubt, and there should be no doubt 
in the mind of any one, that the Treaty is sound in content, is practical, 
safeguards our independence and non-alignment, and at the same time it 
binds us to constructive course of mutual co-operation, safeguarding the 
sovereignty and independence of the contracting parties and at the same 
time providing enough of safeguards from the security angle, to preserve 
the sovereignty and security of the two countries, without the automatic 
involvement of either of the two countries. 

Voices—^Latest about Bangla Desh ? 

As a matter of fact, I am coming to that.... To be able to speak about 
this important matter, was the main object of my speaking after the 
resoultion on Treaty was adopted. Having said this much about the 
Treaty, I would now with the President's kind permission, like to say 
something about my recent visit to several capitals and the United 
Nations. I will give my assessment of the general feeling amongst the 
international community about one of the most important issues that 
confront us, namely the developments in Bangla Desh. As you are no 
doubt aware, in the initial stages there was a tendency to find an easy 
escape in the various Chanceries and an attitude was generally taken that 
the question of Bangla Desh is essentially an internal question and an 
internal matter for Pakistan. But as the genocidal activities of the 
military authorities gathered in momentum, the forces of oppression 
were let loose and unleashed against the unarmed acvilians and the 
democrative forces of Bangla Desh, this resulted in suppression of 
human rights and fundamental freedoms and caused such conditions of 
insecurity that a large volume of forced exodus took place. The situation 
which initially was sought to be brushed aside as an internal 
development presented a facet which made it obviously a matter of 
international concern. Slowly but surely, the intemation^ community 



work up to the fundamental and basic issues involved and there was a 
great measure of response to the reality of the situation and a growing 
awareness of the risks involved. In various capitals, as a result of visits 
of my colleagues and myself, when the situation was explained, the 
statements—some times joint statements, some times official 
statements—from a large number of those capitals were issued which 
pin-pointed the essentials of a situation, namely the humanitarian aspect 
of the problem and also the necessity, an inescapable necessity of 
working out a solution which creates conditions for the return of these 
refugees to their homes and hearths in conditions of safety and in 
conditions of honour. 

Now, if we carefully examine even the trend of the debate in the 
United Nations General Assembly, it is noteworthy that the Four Big 
Powers who are permanent members of the Security Council with the 
right of veto, their spokesmen, their Foreign Ministers, with varying 
degrees of phraseology, which is not uncommon experience when the 
same concept is presented, have broadly accepted the essentials of the 
situation. And the essentials are a continuing forced exodus of helpless 
people and their being pushed on to the Indian territory, the resultant 
burden, not only economic but social and political tensions resulting 
from the presence of these large number of refugees in an area which has 
always been both economically and politically a sensitive area; and as a 
necessary corollary to these two, solution can only be found by creation 
of conditions, in Bangla Desh which might facilitate the return of these 
refugees. We have made it abundantly clear, and I have a feeling that this 
is now growingly understood and appreciated and in certain cases 
endorsed by the other countries that the political solution is the solution 
which will be acceptable to the elected representatives of the people; a 
solution to be acceptable has to be acceptable to the people of Bangla 
Desh and that people of Bangla Desh have in unmistakable terms 
expressed their confidence and expressed their reliance upon Sheikh 
Mujibur Rahman and the Awami League whom they returned with 
unprecedented electoral victory giving as many as 167 out of 169 seats 
in the National Assembly. These are the essentials of the situation and 
amongst the four permanent members of the Security Council—the 
Soviet Union, United States of America, France as well as Britain— 
these essentials are broadly accepted and statements to that effect have 
been made by their representatives in the Security Council. Foreign 
Ministers of several other countries, particularly those where democratic 
institutions are functioning, and also the socialist countries' 
representatives, have also openly made statements endorsing the Indian 
appreciation’of the essentials of the situation. 



In the entire world, we should also, while noting these positive 
factors, be careful about what could broadly be described as negative 
factors. Let us not forget that a fairly large number of sovereign 
countries, who are members of the United Nations, have in their 
countries regimes which are in their content and in their operation not 
very much different from dictatorial regime of the type that now controls 
the destiny of Pakistan. This has been an unfortunate experence of the 
post-colonial era. A large number of countries became independent and 
the colonial forces were on the run. As a result of this, a large number of 
countries became independent and free. With varying degrees, they 
started with democratic establishments, democratic set-ups, democratic 
ideologies, democratic constitutions. But it is a cruel reality that 
democracy was unable to take root, whether democracy be of the 
Presidential type or the Parliamentary type, except in a comparatively 
smaller number of these countries and, therefore, there are whispers to 
this effect that perhaps Yahya Khan committed a mistake in ordering 
elections. But even they are obliged to admit that having initiated the 
process of holding the elections, he is now trying to run away from it, 
and this is a situation in which he cannot run away and the events are 
bound to over-take him. So, whereas these democratic ideals and our 
adherence to these, our love for these, and our natural adherence when 
they are violated, appear to be a very normal reaction to us, because we 
in our country have been fortunate in establishing the roots of 
democracy in a very solemn and in a very purposeful manner, there are 
other countries whose experience has not been of the same type as ours 
and this explains the reticence and reluctance of several other countries 
who should normally be on our side of the fence when a situation of this 
type arises. 

About the general trend of discussions in the United Nations, I 
would like to take a positive view and also a negative view. Positive 
view in this respect is that those countries whose representatives have in 
their statements supported broadly our assessment of the situation are 
now hereafter likely to use their influence in a more purposeful manner 
in bringing about a change in the attitude of the military rulers of 
Pakistan, and also I would like to say that it is also understood even 
amongst some of the closest friends of Pakistan who would like to be the 
helpers of Pakistan that the manner in which President Yahya Khan and 
his military Generals have tried to tackle the situation, the military 
method has failed and, therefore, the military method has to be 
abandoned and a political approach has to be brought about in the 
interest of the Pakistan regime itself. We have some reliable information 
to this effect that countries that are traditionally close to Pakistan also 



have started counselling them that they should abandon, and that the 
military Generals should abandon their military ways and should try to 
find a political solution of this problem. 

There are other critics here in our own country who have tried to 
pick holes in our policy. When we say that there should be a political 
settlement, they say in this respect have we in anyway compromised our 
stand in relation to Banglaesh ? I would like to clarify this aspect 
because there is some un informed criticism on that score. Our position 
is clear. We say that we will accept whatever is acceptable to those who 
have already been elected by the people of Bangladesh and it is for those 
already elected representatives to arrive at any settlement with Pakistan 
Military bodies. It can be a settlement on the basis of independence, or 
of greater autonomy-whatever is acceptable to the elected 
representatives, the already elected representatives of Bangladesh, is to 
only way by which the present deteriorating trend can be reversed and 
conditions can be created in Bangladesh which might facilitate the return 
of refugees. 

I would at this stage also like to say that this is universally accepted 
and it is also realised—that India is determined to ensure that the 
refugees will return to Bangladesh and that India will not keep them. In 
the initial stages, some parallels were drawn to earlier occasions when 
soon after independence we were faced with the problem of refugees and 
for a variety of reasons—historical and humane—we did take an attitude 
based on human considerations and considerations of compassion. For 
historical reasons, we were prepared to subject ourselves to the strain of 
looking after millions and millions of refugees. Whatever may have been 
the earlier history, now after 20 years of independence, any person who 
is in Pakistan is a Pakistani citizen, is a Bangladesh citizen, or a West 
Pakistani citizen and that foreign national when he comes to India, if we 
look after him, it is on human considerations because geography has 
placed us in a position where we are the first recipient of this task. But 
we treat them as first and foremost the reponsibility of the international 
community and if we do anything, it is in discharge of our being 
responsible memebrs of the international community. We discharge this 
trust on behalf of the international community and the international 
community has to reimburse us for all the troubles and with all the 
expenses and with all the strains that we are bearing. It is also of 
importance for us to remember that any country who might give us aid 
for looking after these refugees is to a very small percentage trying to 
discharge that obligation which is squarely that of the international 
community^or may be that this is a help to Pakistan because these are 
Pakistani and Bangladesh citizens whom we are feeding and any help 



that is given to look after these refugees should be help either to 
Pakistan, to Bangladesh or to international community. Whereas we in 
India appreciate this help as at any rate the immediate clear burden on us 
is reduced, we have made it absolutely clear that this is a situation which 
cannot be brought out. Who can judge in terms of money the immense 
socio-political tension that is generated by the presence of 9 million 
people in an area of our country which is already over-populated ? Can 
anybody in terms of dollars or pounds or deutchmarks or yen determine 
the amount of economic, social and political tensions to which our entire 
country is subjected ? 

I will be quite frank in saying that after, this sad development, the 
entire administration in whatever sphere it may be-whether it is the 
Central Government or the State Government-our primary and principal 
preoccupation has been to take steps to meet the situation, to look after 
the refugees and also to look after our affairs so that we could continue 
with development and progress of our country. Is it possible by any 
calculation, by any statistics, to determine in terms of money, to 
determine in terms of pounds and dollars, the strain to which 55 crores 
of Indian people are being subjected ? The number of school that we 
have closed to house these refugees, the number of hospitals where 
doctors are doing nothing else except to look after the refugees, the 
medical students who have disrupted their education to look after these 
refugees, those educationists and the volunteers who have abandoned 
their work and are looking after the refugees ? Now these are the 
problems which we have to highlight because there may be a tendency 
that this is a situation where if all the money is found, perhaps India can 
get reconciled. This is a very dangerous aspect and generally if you talk 
to the representatives of other countries, they can be very sympathetic to 
you saying it is quite a big burden, we realise it; we have shared it, we 
will share it. But that is not the correct approach. We might appreciate 
this sharing of burden, but our principal objective has to be to create 
political conditions in Bangladesh which reverses the present trend, 
which in the first instance stops the forced exodus of people from 
Bangladesh into India territory, and secondly that this flow turns 
backward and these people go back and we are convinced that this can 
happen only if there is a solution which is accepted by those who have 
already been elected by the people. This in essence is the entire situation 
in Bangladesh. I think the essentials of the situation are dawning upon 
the people and Governments of other countries. We have also made it 
clear that there is a limit to our patience and our perseverance there is a 
limit to our restraint and it will be a very dangerous development if the 
time were permitted to run out. It is, we are afraid, already running out 
rather fast and the limits are being reached. These are the realities of the 



situation, and we have, I think, to a large measure succeeded in 
projecting this to the world. The unity, the basic unity demonstrated by 
our peoples and the determination of our people to meet the challenge, 
are sources of our real strength. 

About People's Republic of China, you must have noticed that after 
the second visit of Dr. Kissinger to Peking the United States of America 
altered their policy which have been pursuing for all these years to keep 
the People's Republic of China out of the United Nations, to deny to the 
Government of the People's Republic of China their rightful place in the 
United Nations. When they suddenly reversed their policy, then a large 
number of countries, who, mainly under United States, inspiration and 
persuasion, had pursued a policy of endorsing the American line, 
suddenly found that their original postulates and their original postures 
had become out-of-date and they staited revising their briefs. It is not 
easy to revise briefs quickly, and even the latest effort that is being made 
is again a very interesting approach. On the one hand, the United States 
effort is to ensure that the rightful place to the People's Republic of 
China is resorted to them not only in the General Assembly but also in 
the Security Council, with a permanent seat and with the right of veto. 
Whereas they are in support of this, at the same time, they do want to 
retain Taiwan as representative of Taiwan. Historically, it is not an easy 
exercise because all these years the supporters of the United States and 
the United State were saying that Taiwan Government is the government 
not only of Formosa and Taiwan but also of the whole of China. And 
now suddenly to take another line again has caused a certain measure of 
confusion. So far as India is concerned, not withstanding our bilateral 
difficulties in relation to the People's Republic of China, our brief has 
been straight, and this changing situation has not necessitated the 
alternation of even a single comma in our attitude in this respect. We 
have all along been strongly of the view that there is only one China, 
there is only one Chinese Government, and that is the People's Republic 
of China and its rightful place in the United Nations should be restored 
to it. That has been our consistent line. I am not sure whether during this 
session the efforts to retain Formosa will succeed, but I have no doubt 
that the restoration of its rightful place to People's Republic of China 
will receive overwhelming support. We have always been of the view 
that in the interest of universality and also in the interest of exposing 
China to international pressures, the Government of People's Republic of 
China should take their responsibilities and should play their part in the 
U. N., and that this is in the long range interests of the international 
community; we steadfastly adhere to this view. 

It has been our view that keeping out China for too long has created 
several complexities and tensions in the world, and it will take quite 



some time before the world settles down to a normal course even after 
the People's Republic of China is admitted into the United Nations. 
These are some of the important matters facing the international 
community. 

To give a little more complete picture. I will take a few minutes to 
give you the latest developments in Europe. As you are, no doubt, aware, 
the situation in Europe is definitely taking a turn towards lessening of 
tensions. This is due primarily to the great courage shown by Mr. Willy 
Brandt, the Chancellor of Federal Republic of Germany, in reversing a 
policy which had been pursued by the Federal Republic of Germany 
ever since the second World War, and his deliberate policy to alter that 
course received a very good response from the Soviet Union, and the 
conclusion of the Moscow Treaty between Federal Republic of Germany 
and the U.S.S.R. has opened a new era of relaxation of tensions in the 
European context. This has also to a certain extent un-nerved the 
traditionalists on both sides, and they feel a new situation is developing 
and they are trying to adjust their minds. The latest four power 
agreement about such a difficult and complex question as that of Berlin, 
has generated a hope that Europe is definitely moving towards an era of 
freedom from tensions and relaxation of these tensions. These are good 
developments and this might guarantee and strengthen the forces of 
peace. We ourselves are happy that these developments have taken place 
and a process of detente and of relaxation of tensions has been generated 
and, I have no doubt, that pursued with patience and imagination, this 
will usher in an era where Europe, free from the scourges of armed 
conflicts, might open up some hope for the developing countries to 
develop their economy with aid from these highly developed countries. 

These are some of the aspects of the international situation. I have 
nothing more by way of new information to give about the situation in 
the Middle East or the situation in Vietnam. These unfortunate areas in 
Asia-one in the West of Asia and the other in East of Asia—still 
continue to be gripped by war and the process of having a durable peace 
in these areas do not appear to be very much in sight although we have 
constantly been working for establishing stable peace in these areas. 
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PRIME MINISTER INDIRA GANDHI’S INTERVEW TO SYDNEY 

H. SCHANBERG 

The New York Times of October 19, 1971, published an interview 
given by The Prime Minister to its correspondent, Sydney H. Schanberg. 
The following is the text of the despatch ; 

Prime Minister Indira Gandhi has declared that the military situation 
on the borders between India and Pakistan is "quite grave". 

In an hour long interview, the Prime Minister added, "we certainly 
will do nothing to provoke an attack or to start any hostilities, but we 
have to be alive to our interests and safeguard our security". 

"Unfortunately", she added, "Pakistan's record has been one of 
hatred and desperation. The military regime has let loose a war on its 
own people, and there is no knowing what it will do next." 

The Prime Minister, who was interviewed in her office at the 
Government secretariat, seemed irritated when asked about military 
assistance India has been giving the Bengali insuragents in East 
Pakistan. « 

But she did not categorically deny that India was helping them. She 
said instead, "perhaps you know, they have many helpers, mostly their 
own people, all over the world. Also, many avenues are open to them," 
She did not elaborate. 

Later in the interview, Mrs. Gandhi said, "whether they have arms or 
not nobody can suppress the struggle." 

Mrs. Gandhi cited "threatening statements from Pakistan which, we 
feel cannot be entirely ignored". She mentioned, in particular, the speech 
last week of President Agha Mohammad Yahya Khan in which he 
accused India of "feverish military preparations" and called on his 
people to meet the threat as a nation of one hundred and twenty million 
mujahids or preachers of Islam, "whose hearts are pulsating with love of 
the Holy Prophet." 

The fifty-three-year-old Prime Minister firmly ruled out any peace 
talk at this time between India and Pakistan contending that Pakistan 





would first have to resovle the East Pakistan crisis by negotiating a 
settlement with the elected representatives. 

For nearly seven months, the Pakistani army, composed almost 
entirely of West Pakistanis, has been trying to crush a Bengali secession 
movement in East Pakistan which is led by the Awami League. This 
party which won a national majority in last December's general 
elections, was outlawed by the military regime when the army struck on 
March 25. 

The military repression has sent millions of East Pakistani refugees 
fleeing India. 

Mrs. Gandhi was asked if she left there was a breaking point to the 
economic and social pressures placed on India by the refugees, a point 
beyond which India might feel compelled to take military action against 
Pakistan to halt the influx. 

"Well, actually, I would say, we have already reached it", she replied. 
"But this does not mean that we are going to crack under it". 

"We certainly want a quick soliution, but we do not want to do 
anything which creates greater problems," she went on. "As you know, 
we have been extermely restrained. I cannot, even by giving deep 
thought to the matter, think of a single country who would have shown 
such restraint and patience in the face of such grave provocation." 

During the last few weeks, both countries have reinfored their troops 
on their long eastern and western borders, and the Press on both sides 
has carried jeports raising the spectre of another was between India and 
Pakistan. They last fought in 1965 over Kashmir. 

Still, though Mrs. Gandhi called the situation grave, she indicated no 
change as yet in her plans to leave on a three week foreign tour starting 
next Sunday, during which she is scheduled to visit six Western capitals 
including London and Washington. 

The Prime Minister was critical of United States' policy on the East 
Pakistan crisis, saying that the Americans "do not take a very long-range 
view." 

"Propping up the Pakistani military regime in Bangladesh," she said, 
"is not necessarily strengthening Pakistan in any way." 

Mrs. Gandhi was referring to the Nixon Administratio's continuation 
of some arms shipments of Pakistan, and its unwillingness to criticise the 
Pakistani Government publicity. 

"We have the greatest friendship for America and the American 
people," she said, "but one of the reasons (for deteriorating relations) so 



far as the Indian public is concerened, is this idea that the United States 
has of always balancing India and Pakistan." 

On American arms for Pakistan, she said, "I do not know what the 
quantum is now, but in the past they have been supplied to Pakistan in 
large quantities. They have been used only against India, not at all 
against communism or any other of the things that had been said to us 
and which we had pointed out then were most unlikely." 

"In this matter", she continued. "We certainly have had a far more 
understanding approach from the Soviet Union than we have from the 
United States". 

Mrs. Gandhi talked at some length about differences between 
American and Russian relations with India. 

"You see", she said, "the United States seems to have a thing about 
the Soviet Union which seems very strange to us. We do not support the 
Soviet Union any more than we support America-or we support both 
equally, which-ever way you like to look at it, negatively or positively. 

"The point is that the Soviet Union supports us in basic things for 
which we have stood and for which we have fought earlier on. And it is 
on these issues that we have been with them at the United Nations. Now, 
earlier on, you said something about American help. We are very 
grateful to the United States and they have helped us enormously in a 
number of ways. But at a time when we wanted to develop the state 
sector, they did not help the state sector, but the Soviet Union did." 

"We certainly get on far better with Americans as individuals", she 
added later "then, say, we would with Russians or anybody else. 
Language is partly the cause. But I personally greatly admire the 
American quest for technological and scientific advance." 
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BORDER SITUATION GRAVE, SAYS MRS. GANDHI 
—^But India Wants to Avoid War with Pakistan 
Early Exchange of Ambassadors With China not Ruled Out 
(From our Political Correspondent) 

New Delhi, Oct. 19—Describing the Indo-Pakistani border situation 
as a "grave one". Mrs. Indira Gandhi declared here today that India 
would do everything to avoid an armed conflict. "But you cannot shake 
hands with a clenched first", she added. 

However, nobody could prophesy on matters of war. As Pakistani 
troops had been massing all along the border, India had also taken the 
necessary defensive measures. 

The Prime Minister told a Press Conference this morning that despite 
the menacing Pakistani postures, her forthcoming tour of Europe and the 
USA stood "as of now". She would not say whether the Government 
proposed to declare an emergency because of the grave situation. 

Looking confident and relaxed and replying to a spate of questions in 
good humour, the Prime Minister rejected the Pakistani President's 
suggestion for talks with India on the Bangladesh question while ruling 
out the personality of mutual withdrawal of troops, Mrs. Gandhi also 
turned down the Pakistani suggestion for the appointment of a mediator 
on what possible subject could mediation take place ? India was 
involved in Bangladesh only to the extent that 13% of its population was 
on Indian territory following Pakistani atrocities. 

She made it clear that though India desired to settle outstanding 
problems with Pakistan by negotiation. Bangladesh was not an Indo- 
Pakistan issue, Bangladesh was essentially a matter between Pakistan's 
military regime and the people of Bangladesh. The sooner the 
Bangladesh refugees returned to their homeland, the better would be the 
chances of avoiding a possible conflagration between India and Pakistan. 

Mrs. Gandhi said there had been no specific suggestions from either 
the USA or the Soviet Union on how to ease the present situation. 
Everybody admired India's restraints and showered verbal praises on her. 
Others who were not restained however got arms as well. 

Mrs. Gandhi was not inclined to comment on the conditions placed 
by the Bangladesh Government for a political settlement beyond stating 
that the problem was basically between the Pakistani Government and 





the people of Bangladesh. An acceptable solution had to satisfy the 
elected representatives of the people—the people who had been elected 
not so long ago in a free and fair election conducted by the military 
regime itself. These representatives were elected by the biggest majority 
in any free election. "That election cannot be ignored". 

The first gesture the Pakistani military junta ought to make towaids a 
political settlement was to stop the atrocities in Bangladesh and create 
conditions acceptable to the elected representatives. 

Mrs. Gandhi said she failed to understand why there should be any 
confusion over India's position regarding the posting of U.N. observers, 
India had provided all facilities for not only the members of the U N 
High Commission for Refugees but also to visiting parliamentarians and 
journalists from all over the world to see the conditions in the refugee 
camps. It was up to the UN to see that condtions were created within 
Bangladesh which would guarantee the return of refugees. The U N 
could make an approach to India after this was done. At that stage, India 
could certainly took into the matter. The solution which India had in 
mind for Bangladesh could not be spelt out in very precise terms. 
However, a puppet Government set up by the Pakistani rulers in 
Bangladesh would be no solution. 

Mrs. Gandhi answered a number of questions on Sino-Indian 
relations but no new point emerged from the answers. The Chinese 
attitude towards India had undergone a gradual change. Mr. Chou En- 
lai's favourable reaction to the Indo-Soviet Treaty was not a sudden 
advance. No reply had been received from Mr. Chou to her letter. There 
was, however, no reason why India and China could not exchange 
ambassadors soon. Admitting that there were Chinese troops on the 
Tibetan border. Mrs. Gandhi said she did not think there was any great 
concentration. Her discussions with Marshal Tito indicated that the 
views of India and Yugoslavia on China were "broadly similar". 

In a heated reply to a question on the Indo-Soviet treaty, Mrs. 
Gandhi maintained that no foreign country could curtail any of India's 
options whether in regard to developing nuclear weapons or taking any 
other action in the country's national interest. There were no misgivings 
in the public mind on this score. It was only interested newspapers and 
political parties that sought to spread remours. Provocations by these 
political parties or newspapers would not make any difference to the 
Government stand. The treaty has strengthened India's position and had 
contributed further to Indo-Soviet friendship. 

Mrs. Gandhi admitted that the refugee influx had imposed a severe 
strain on the country's economy. Even so, the Government was trying to 
ensure thaf the Fourth Plan went through. The Finance Minister had 



already met the Chief Ministers to examine the possibility of raising 
additional resources. The question of prices was one of demand and 
supply, and the Government was adopting certain fiscal and other 
policies which she hoped will make an impact on prices. 

The Prime Minister described as "one of those typical Press 
misstatements" that she had set a time limit of six months for the return 
of the Bangladesh refugees. What she had actually done was to give 
Parliament an assessment of the financial burden involved over a period 
of six months because of the refugee influx. India, she said, was facing 
the consequences of what had happened inside Bangladesh. Apart from 
the tremendous economic burden, what caused more anxiety, was the 
likelihood of social and political tensions erupting in an area which was 
sensitive at the best of times. Besides, there was the problem of peace, 
security and stability of the eastern region. 

It was pointless to make a distinction between governmental 
priorities between seeking a political solution and international 
assistance for refugee relief. India had sought financial assiatance 
because of the burden involved but there was no question of the refugees 
staying on in the country. They were here on a temporary basis and 
sooner they returned, the better. The freedom struggle in Bangladesh 
would, however, definitely succeed. History showed that such struggles 
might receive setbacks but ultimately they won. Additionally, the entire 
people of Bangladesh supported the Mukti Bahini and this was a 
noteworthy point a large number of Bangladesh citizens outside were 
also helping the Mukti Bahini with resources. 

UNI and PTI add : On West Asia and Indo-China, she said in Indo- 
China, the situation was changing but in the Middle East it remained the 
same. "While there are many steps being taken for a detenete in Europe, 
the conflict in Asia continues and grows". 

There were peels of laughter when Mrs. Gandhi remarked at her 
Press Conference that she did not want to deny the Press of us 
occupation by saying anything on what a Pressman had described as 
"speculation" on Cabinet reshuffle. 
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Indo-Yugoslav Joint Communique at the conclusion of the visit of 

President Tito to India 
October 20,1971 

At the invitation of the President of India, Shri V. V. Giri, the 
President of the Socialist Federal Republic of Yugoslavia, Marshal Josip 
Broz Tito accompained by Madame Broz paid a friendly State visit to 
India from October 16 to 20, 1971. The visit provided an occasion for 
the manifestation of traditional Indian-Yugoslav friendship, and a 
powerful and fresh incentive for continued close relations and common 
dedication to the ideals of peace, freedom, independence and 
international co-operation based on equality of rights. 

The President of the Socialist Federal Republic of Yugoslavia, the 
President of India and the Prime Minister of India, held talks on 
important current international issues and on bilateral relations. 

Participating in the talks on the Yugoslav side vi^ere : 

Mr. Rato Dugonjic, Member of the Presidency of the Socialist 
Federal Republic of Yugoslavia; 

Mr. Ilija Rajacic, Chairman of the Assembly of the Autonomous 
Province of Vojvodina, and Member of the Presidency of the Socialist 
Federal Republic of Yugoslavia; 

Mr. Anton Vratusa, Member of the Federal Executive Council of the 
Socialist Federal Republic of Yugoslavia; 

Mr. Marko Vrhunec, Acting Chief of Cabinet of the President of the 
Republic; 

Mr. Milos Melovski, Counsellor for Foreign Affairs in the Cabinet of 
the President of the Republic; 

Mr. Eduard Kljun, Head of the Department for Asia in the Federal 
Secretariat for Foreign Affairs; and 

Mr. Andjelko Blazevic, Charge d’ Affaires of the Embassy of the 
Socialist Federal Republic of Yugoslavia in New Delhi. 

On the Indian side were : 

Sardar Swaran Singh, Minister of External Affair; 

Dr. Karan Singh, Minister for Civil Aviation and Tourism; 



Shri Surendra Pal Singh, Deputy Minister of External Affairs; 

Shri T. N. Kaul, Foreign Secretary; Shri S. K. Banerji, Secretary 
(East); Shri P. N, Menon, Secretary (West); Shri H. Lai, Secretary, 
Ministry of Foreign Trade; Shri R. Jaipal, Ambassador of India to 
Yugoslavia; Shri K. P. Menon, Joint Secretary, Ministry of External 
Affairs; Shri R. D. Sathe, Joint Secretary, Ministry of External Affairs; 
Shri A. P. Venkateswaran, Joint Secretary, Ministry of External Affairs. 

Both sides discussed the changing configuration of the international 
situation and agreed to intensify and co-ordinate their efforts further in 
the international area in the interest of woild peace and the struggle for 
freedom, national liberation and independence. 

Identity or closeness of views on many important questions of 
interest to the two countries was manifested during the talks which were 
held in an atmosphere of sincere friendship and in a spirit of mutual 
confidence and understanding. 

Both sides noted with satisfaction that co-operation between the two 
countries had been further strengthened and consolidated over the years. 
It was acknowledged that there exist great possibilities for the further 
expansion and intensification of mutual co-operation in all spheres on a 
long-term basis. To that end they agreed to continue the practice of 
regular bilateral consultations. 

The two sides stressed the necessity for the appropriate economic 
authorities of the two countries to undertake, through the Joint 
Committee and other bodies all measures designed to promote the 
further successful development of economic co-operation, including 
joint projects in either country or in third countries and the sharing of 
scientific and technological expertise on a mutually advantageous basis. 

The grave situation created as a result of the recent events in East 
Bengal was discussed. The Yugoslav side shared India's deep concern 
over the serious social and political tensions engendered in India and the 
strains placed on India's economy, by the presence in India of many 
millions of refugees, where number is daily increasing by many 
thousands. Both sides agreed that the problem could only be solved by a 
political solution acceptable to the representatives who had been elected 
by the people. This would enable the normalisation of the situation in 
East Bengal, put an end to the exodus, and enable the refugees to return 
to their homeland in safety and honour, irrespective of their race or 
religion. 

Both sides called for urgent measures to achieve this objective in 
accordance with the wishes, inalienable rights and lawful interests of the 



people of East Bengal. It was agreed that any attempt to by-pass the so 
clearly expressed wishes of the people would further aggravate the 
problem. 

Both sides agreed that any postponement of the solution of the 
problem, which is in itself a source of instability and tension, is likely to 
lead to a .serious aggravation of the situation. 

The Yugoslav side expressed its concern over the fate of Sheikh 
Mujibur Rahman and manifold adverse consequences that the present 
treatment of this prominent public figure might have. President Tito 
expressed the conviction that a human approach to Sheikh Mujibur 
Rahman would be in the interest of the peaceful political solution and in 
the interest of peace and stability in the sub-continent, as he had laid 
down in his appeal to the President of Pakistan, Mr. Yahya Khan, on 
August 14, 1971. The Prime Minister of India reiterated that Sheikh 
Mujibur Rahman, the selected leader of East Bengal, should be released 
unconditionally as an essential pre-requisite to a peaceful solution. 

The Prime Minister of India stated that the Government of India are 
determined that the refugees must go back to their homeland without 
delay and that urgent measures need to be taken to that end. The 
Yugoslav side agreed with this. Pending the speedy return of the 
refugees, both sides agreed that the care of these millions of refugees 
must be concern of the entire world community and effective and prompt 
international action needed to be undertaken to that end. 

The two sides noted that in Europe, although still divided and 
burdened by the vestings of the last war, conditions have improved, 
creating an atmosphere for strengthening security and peace and for 
constructive co-operation among the European countries on a basis of 
equality. 

It was felt during the talks that—in spite of certain positive trends 
and serious attempts to solve some major world problems by 
negotiation—the policy of force, aggression and interference in internal 
affairs continued in international relations, constituting a danger to the 
independence and security of countries and an obstacle to their 
independent development. 

Both sides were firmly of the view that their policy of non-alignment 
was an important bond between them. Yugoslavia and India dedicated to 
the principles and objectives of non-alignment and considering that the 
present international situation calls for international activities by the 
non-aligned countries, agreed to take resolute steps for the 
implementation of the programme adopted by the Conference in Lusaka. 



Both sides considered the disequiting international monetary crisis 
and economic situation. They noted that no progress had been achieved 
in reducing the gap between the developed and the developing countries 
and in removing the discriminatory measures negatively affecting the 
developing countries. 

They reaffirmed that the developing countries, which are most 
affected by the present world economic crisis, should take more 
energetic steps collectively to improve the situation. 

Both sides agreed that the concrete programmes for development, 
co-operation and integration amongst developing countries at inter¬ 
regional, regional and sub-regional levels for accelerating economic 
growth agreed to at the Lusaka. Conreference of nonaligned States 
should be implemented for more rapid development of the developing 
countries. In this context, they stressed the importance of the Conference 
of Asian Foreign Trade Ministers at Bangkok and the Ministerial 
Conference of the Group of 77 which will be held in Lima later this 
month. 

They agreed that the developing countries should ensure a consensus 
of opinion at Lima so that a common platform is formulated for 
UNCTAD III and the UN Development Strategy for the Second 
Development Decade is successfully implemented. 

’' Both sides stressed the need for urgent measures for the purpose of 
promoting agreement on general and complete disarmament, 
including—in particular—nuclear disarmament, under strict and 
effective international control. 

" The two sides discussed the activities and the role of the United 
Nations, and underlined the need for scrupulous respect for and 
observance of the provisions of the Charter by all Member-States of the 
United Nations. They agreed to the necessity for ensuring universality of 
its membership. The welcomed the admission of Bhutan, Bahrein and 
Qatar to the UN They attached particular importance to the immediate 
restoration of the legitimate rights of the People's Republic of China in 
the United Nations. They also considered that the divided and other 
countries outside the UN should be enabled to take part in the activities 
of the UN and its Agencies. 

Both sides declared their support for national liberation movements 
and the struggle against colonial domination and demanded the complete 
elimination of the vestings of colonialism in accordance with the UN 
Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and 
Peoples. They condemned racist policies and practices as a gross 
violation of human rights and fundamental freedoms. 



The two sides expressed their concern over the continuation of the 
war and foreign intervention of Indo-China. Stress was laid on the 
indispensability of the rapid withdrawal of all foreign troops from Indo- 
China, in order to enable the peoples of that region to live in peace and 
security and to decide freely their future destiny without any interference 
from outside. In this connection, they noted that the seven-point proposal 
of the Provisional Revolutionary Government of South Vietnam 
constituted an important basis for a peaceful political solution of the 
question of Vietnam. They expressed the hope that a peaceful solution of 
the Vietnam, Laos and Cambodia questions would be found within the 
broad framework of the Geneva Agreements. 

The two sides expressed their serious concern over the tense 
situation in West Asia and the absence of concrete results in solving the 
crisis. They agreed that any further postponement of a peaceful solution 
in conformity with the Security Council Resolution of 22nd November, 
1967, would pose a grave danger to international peace and security. 
They reaffirmed the need for urgent measure to achieve a lasting, stable 
and just peace on the basis of implementation of the abovementioned. 
Resolution, including the withdrawal of Israel from Arab territories and 
respect for the legitimate rights of the people of Palestine. 

The President of the Socialist Federal Republic of Yugoslavia invited 
the President of the Republic of India. His Excellency Shri V. V. Giri, 
and the Prime Minister, Madame Indira Gandhi, to visit Yugoslavia. The 
invitations were accepted with great pleasure. 
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PRIME MINISTER INDIRA GANDHI’S BROADCAST TO THE 
NATION, OCTOBER 23,1971 

Tomorrow morning, I leave on a tour of some foreign countries. I 
want to tell you that, however far I might be, my thoughts will be with 
you here in India. One cannot leave with a light heart at such a moment. 
Our country is facing danger. Yet, after much thought, I decided to 
undertake the journey. The invitations were of long standing, and it 
seemed important in the present situation to meet leaders of other 
countries for an exchange of views and to put to them the reality of our 
situation. 

The defence of our national interest, as indeed the solution of any 
problem, rests ultimately in our own hands. But the very gravity of the 
situation demands that we do not speak or act in anger or in haste. It is a 
time for alertness, not only of our defence forces, but of all our people. 
In the last few months, the world has witnessed the courage, dignity and 
self-restraint with which we have faced this challenge. I am sure that you 
will meet all future dangers in the same spirit. We need unity and 
discipline. I sincerely hope that political parties of all persuasions will 
stand with us. 

Every section of the population, every home, is bearing hardship. All 
efforts must be made to conserve the nation's resources, and to raise 
more. Higher production is essential in agriculture and industry. Farmers 
and workers, managers and factory owners, should all bend their energy 
to this over-riding national duty. 

In any crisis, hoarding is an anti-national crime. A special 
responsibility rests upon businessmen not to increase prices even if there 
be opportunity of gain. We must work harder and save more. We must 
guard against all that weakens our will. Rumours which create doubt 
must be scotched, and incitement to communalism must be resisted. 

Despite the burden imposed by the influx of refugees from Bangla 
Desh and the crisis on our borders, we are determined that our 
progranunes to help the landless and the unemployed do not suffer. We 




are going ahead with the Pain. The Indian people are hardened to 
difficulties and will not be deterred from building a better and stronger 
country. 

My confidence in the solidarity and the sense of responsibility of the 
Indian people enables me to go on this journey. Let us sink all 
differences of party and religion. Let us stand united and work together, 
devoting all our strength to the cause, the freedom and integrity of our 
nation. 


Jal Hind ! 



FOREIGN MINISTER SARDAR SWARAN SINGH'S SPEECH AT A 
U. N. DAY FUNCTION IN NEW DELHI, OCTOBER 24,1971 

Following is a report on the speech : 

Mr. Swaran Singh said it was essential that a political solution 
acceptable to the already elected representatives of the people of East 
Bengal is brought about to enable the refugees to go back to their homes 
and hearths. 

"The international community must realise the urgency and gravity 
of the problem and the human suffering involved, and discharge a great 
responsibility devolved on it by acting in a concerted manner", he said. 

Mr. Swaran Singh said Pakistan had been unsuccessfully trying to 
divert the attention of the world by aggressive posturing and a build-up 
of forces and tensions along Indian’s boarders to cover up its own 
responsibility for the tragic happenings in East Bengal. 

"However the basic issue in East Bengal, as we all know, is a 
political one", the Minister pointed out. 

India, he said, was looking after the Bangladesh refugees as a trust, 
on behalf of the international community, till safety and peace were 
restored in East Bengal, so that they could go back to their own 
homeland with honour, in freedom and security. 

The External Affairs Minister regretted that while the concience of 
mankind as a whole had revolted against the genocide and repression by 
the Pakistani military regime in East Bengal, "the wheels of 
Government" had moved but slowly. 

Mr. Swaran Singh observed that only a solution which was 
acceptable to the elected representatives of the people of East Bengal 
would create the conditions essential for the return of the refugees. 

He accused Pakistan of having massed its troops across the Indian 
border's and indulging in provocative acts in order to cover up its 
ignominious record in East Bengal. 

Mr. Swaran Singh, who covered a wide range of issues relating to 
foreign Policy also pleaded for universality of U. N. membership so that 
many countries, and outside its fold, could become part opf the world 
fraternity. 




Mr. Swaran Singh said the achievements of the Ij. N. in the social 
and economic fields had indeed been remarkable. But he could not say 
the same about the political sphere. 

While not minimising the contribution made by the U. N. in staving 
off major conflagrations, the External Affairs Minister pointed out that 
many major problems still awaited solution. He referred to the deliberate 
and presistent refusal of the minority governments in many African 
countries to allow the voice of the majority to prevail. 
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EXTRACTS FROM PRIME MINISTER INDIRA GANDHI’S 
SPEECH AT THE ROYAL INSTITUTE OF INTERNATIONAL 
AFFAIRS, BRUSSELS, OCTOBER 25,1971 

....A new crisis which has arisen surpasses in its magnitude all the 
earlier crisis which have confronted us. Over nine million people of East 
Bengal— practically equal to the population of Belgium—have been 
terrorised and persecuted by the military rulers of Pakistan, and have 
been pushed inside our territory, jeopardising our normal life and our 
plans for the future. Should the world not take note of this new kind of 
aggression ? This is not a civil war in the conventional sense. It is a 
genocidal pogrom of civilians merely because they voted democratically. 
It is cynical use of helpless human beings as a weapon against a 
neighbour nation. We in India have shown the greatest self-restraint, but 
there is no doubt that our stability and security are gravely threatened. 
Indeed, we feel the threat is to the peace of the entire region. The basic 
cause of this crisis must be remedied. A political solution must be found 
to this problem, and, to be effective, it must be acceptable to the elected 
representatives of the peoples of Bangladesh. To hold elections for seats, 
which are not vacant, in the present conditions of repression and chaos, 
has no meaning or purpose. It is the responsibility of all those who are 
interested in peace to create conditions to stop the further influx of 
refugees and to enable those who are already in India to return to their 
homes in safety and dignity and without further delay.... 
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DEFENCE MINISTER JAGJIVAN RAM S INTERVIEW ON THE WEST 
GERMAN TELEVISION — A.R.D. OCTOBER 26,1971 
Following is a report on the interview : 

Q .—During the absence of the Prime Minister, how close is India to 
war? 

A .—Our intentions have been always peaceful. We do not want war. 
This is why the Prime Minister decided to keep up her engagements in 
foreign countries. If war comes, the responsibility will be entirely 
Pakistan's. 

Q .—Recently you said : "If war comes, it will be fought on Pakistani 
soil, and we will go straight to Lahore and stay there whatever the 
consequences." Don't you think that, with this remark, you put in doubt 
the defensive posture of your Prime Minister ? 

A .—Not at all. We are always defensive, but (being) defensive does 
not mean that if our country is attacked, we will light only on the border 
or on my soil. Defence means that I will push the aggressors and, 
certainly, when I push them I will push them in their country, and I will 
push them to the point where they surrender. It does not mean 
aggression. 

I have always said that we don't want war. In case we are attacked 
certainly we will defend our country, but defence does not mean fighting 
just on the border but pushing the aggressor inside (his tenitory). 

Q .—How do you view the present build-up of troops on the border? 

A .—You know the origin of the whole dispute. I don't know how we 
can be help responsible for anything that is happening or that may 
happen... It (the crisis in East Bengal) would have been none of our 
business if he (Gen. Yahya Khan) had not pushed nearly 9.5 million of 
his citizens to India with a mischievous design to break the economy of 
India and to create social tensions here. 

Apart from that, he threatened us with a total war in case the 
freedom-fighters of Bangla Desh succeeded in liberating certain areas of 
East Bengal. 

Now, if the freedom-fighters liberate certain area, why should we be 




punished ? And, in order to follow up his declarations he sends his 
troops from cantonments to border areas. Now, any Defence Minister of 
any country, in order to safeguard the security of his country and 
borders, will certainly take measures to ward off the threat. 

Q .—How do you rate the combat strength of the Pakistanis vis-a-vis 
the strength of the army under your command ? 

A.—The combat strength of India is far, far superior to that of 
Pakistan. 

Q .—In the event of war, how long do you think will it take—what is 
your assessment ? 

A.—It is very difficult to say (anything) about these matters. In the 
present age, any decisive war is very difficult : war continues and the 
powers of the world come and try for a cease-fire. 

Q .—How do you assess the border situation ? 

A.—The troops of the two countries are concentrated on both sides 
of the border. Obviously, the border situation is grave, and I would not 
like to say much because the massive movement of Pakistani troops has 
created a situation in which we had no alternative but to move our troops 
also. When the troops are confronting each other across the border, the 
situation is serious and grave. 
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PRIME MINISTER INDIRA GANDHI'S INTERVIEW ON THE 
AUSTRIAN RADIO, OCTOBER 27,1971 

Q .—What expectations do you connect with your visit of Austria 
and your world tour generally? 

A.—Only the expectation of understanding and friendship. 

g.—India and Pakistan are virtually on the threshold of war. What 
would heppen if your visits in Austria and in the other foreign capitals 
are unsuccessful ? 

A.—Well, as I said that I have just come to gain a greater 
understanding of the European situation and to try and give an 
understanding to the leaders and the people of the countries I visit about 
the situation in India and in Asia. So, there is no question of succes or 
none-success on this. I will just say that I have not come with any goal 
or end in view. 

Q .—What must happen in your opinion to avoid an armed conflict 
on the soil of the Indian sub-continent? 

A.—Well, political settlement in East Bengal which is acceptable to 
the people and to the elected representatives of East Bengal. 

Q. —Pakistan has accepted proposal of the United Nations to station 
U. N. civil personnel on Indian and Pakistani soil to observe the 
repatriation of refugees. Why has not India done so ? 

A.—Firstly, we have got 10 people from the United Nations High 
Commissioner for Refugees already there in India visiting the camps and 
the border. Secondly, what are they going to supervise if they come to 
India ? They have first to stop the further influx which is taking place at 
the rate of anything from 30,000 a day to 42,000 a day. There is no point 
in telling people to go back when everyday they see that 30,000 more 
people are coming with tales of atrocities, repression and so on. 
Therefore, the first task of anybody who wants to interest himself in this 
matter is to prevent the further influx of refugees into India. Then only 
you can consider the next step. 

Q. —The British Sunday paper "Observer" has called you a dove 
with sharp claws. What will happen if the situation worsens in East 
Pakistan; there is a famine to expect ? What will happen and what will 


the situation be, at what point of the situation will it be undearable for 
India ? 

A .—The situation is very grave today because we feel that our 
stability and security are threatened. We do not believe in war as a 
solution of problems. We have done and we shall continue to do 
everything possible to prevent the conflict from escalating. But we have 
to guard our national interest and security. 

Q .—About three months ago there was a treaty signed between India 
and the Soviet Union and one article of this treaty calls for immediate 
measures to be taken in case of an attack or a threat of attack. Does that 
mean that the traditional policy of neutrality of India has been abolished 
now ? 

A .—We never had a policy of neutrality in the sense that you have it 
here in Austria. We had and we continue to have a policy of non- 
alignment, i.e., we believe that we should have freedom of judgement 
and action with regard to international affairs which we shall continue to 
judge on the merits of each particular case and in the interest of our 
country and what we consider to be world peace. I do not think that the 
treaty with the Soviet Union in any way impinges on this freedom of 
ours. 
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PRIME MINISTER INDIRA GANDHI'S SPEECH AT THE STATE 
BANQUET IN VIENNA, OCTOBER 27,1971 

Following are extracts from the speech : 

India's journey has not been easy, but step by difficult step we have 
gone ahead, belying the prophets of doom. Today, our other and not 
inconsiderable problems are overshadowed by events on our borders. In 
Austria, you have the experience of dealing with refugees. So, you can 
perhaps imagine the burden of looking after an influx which is of the 
si/e of Austria's own population. But the problem of refugees is an 
incidental one. It ean be solved only by going into the reasons which 
have complelled these helpless millions to leave their homes, to seek 
inadequate shelter and live in the greatest discomfort in over-crowded 
camps on our territory. Many of them, even during the heavy rains ot the 
mon.soon, were forced to sit under trees for days. The Indian tradition 
has always been to offer shelter to the persecuted. However, we cannot 
accept this charge as a permanent one. 

At this moment, our main concern is not merely looking after a large 
number of people but the very real threat to our security and stability 
which this holds, which the.se developes have imposed on us. The people 
of India value the sympathy and understanding which we have received 
from Austria and are greatful for the suppers which you have extended 
to us. It is our sincere wish that Austio-Indian friendship will grow 
steadily over the coming years. Whethei in international affairs or in 
domestic affairs, there are bound to be problems. Our own experience 
has been that no sooner do we solve one problem than ten new once 
come to take its place. But we think this is part of life and we think that 
solving each problem itself give us the strength to face the otehrs. 
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PRIME MINISTER INDIRA GANDHI'S SPEECH AT THE 
AUSTRIAN SOCIETY FOR FOREIGN POLICY AND INTER¬ 
NATIONAL RELATIONS, VIENNA, OCTOBER 28,1971 

Following are extracts of the speech : 

...All of you here are aware of the serious situation which has 
developed in the last seven months on our borders. Perhaps you kirow 
that the two parts of Pakistan are divided by a thousand miles of Indian 
territory. But that is no reason for the two parts not to get on. Why the 
situation arose was because the legitimate grienavces of the people of 
East Bengal were not attended to in time. When the election took place. 
Sheikh Mujibur Rahman who was the leader of the Awami Party, had a 
six-point programme. It included greater autonomy for East Bengal but 
it did not ask for independence or session. They wanted to have beecter 
relations with India but not at the cost of Pakistan. All that they wanted 
was trade with India becuase the economy of East Pakistan has suffered 
greatly since this trade was stopped. 

This programme was public and the election was fought on the basis 
of this programme and under the present regime. So one cannot say that 
anything underhanded or hidden was done. But when Sheikh Mujibur 
Rahman won the liections with the biggest majority that any election has 
given a national leader, there seems to have been some rethinking on the 
part of the government. 

One more thing I would like to point out. This is not a question of a 
minority wanting something from a majority. When you take the hole of 
Pakistan together, the people of East Bengal are in the majoiruty. So, 
instead of democracy following its normal course, the period o1 
negotiations saw the bringing over of more troops and the unleashing of 
a reign of terror such as has seldom been .seen in the world. This is what 
has led to about 13 per cent of the entire population of Hast Bengal 
leaving their homes and trying to take shelter in India. The si/e ot the 
refugee population is about the size of your own country here. Among 
the victinis are Hindus, Muslims Christians and Buddhists. In the 
beginning the special victims of the persecution were scholars, authors 




and university men. We are told by people who have come from the 
otther side that on the night of March 25, which was a Thursday, a 
special attack was made on Dacca University and over 300 people— 
students, faculty members and others—were killed. 

Through the centuries India has offered refugee to the persecuted, 
but this time the problem is different in size and character. The tensions 
created in our country are political and social no less than economic, but 
you can imagine what the economic burden is of looking after such a 
vast number of people. The threat to our security and stability is also 
very real. 

Our progress has sharpened our people’s impatience. It is not true to 
say that the poor are poorer, because even the poor have advanced a bit. 
But it is true that they see their poverty with much sharper eyes. It is true 
that they are not prepared to wait any longer. We have taken the path of 
socialism because we feel there cannot be real democracy if there is a 
very great economic inequality. Even though the Constitution gives 
equal rights, if a very large pait of the population is not able to benefit 
from what the Constitution gives them, then democracy cannot be 
complete. So if India cannot maintain its stability, I think it does threaten 
Asia and it does threaten world peace as well. Governmental and 
parliamentary leaders from many countries have shown understanding of 
the issues involved, but many others are acting, may I say, with 
somewhat lack of insight. 

I am thankful for the understanding and sympathy which 1 have 
found in Austria. Many ordinary people, a woman who sells vegetables, 
children, different groups like this, have come to me to e.xpress their 
sympathy, and even to give small donation. I am greatful for this 
sympathy and appreciate the fact that people should extend a hand of 
friendship at this difficult time. This is the basis of peace in the world : 
when we can regard the trouble of others as our own and try to help. 
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PRIME MINISTER INDIRA GANDHI'S ADDRESS TO THE INDIA 
LEAGUE, LONDON, OCTOBER 31,1971 

Following are extracts from the speech : 

....You all know that just before the elections, before the split in the 
Party even, India had gone through a very bad period of drought. It was 
a period when foreign newspapers started printing headlines such as 
"Will India Survive ? Will Democracy Survive in India ?" We in India 
are used to a great deal of misunderstanding and criticism. When we 
were fighting for freedom, the questioned raised was : "Can freedom be 
won with non-violence ?" We stuck to our path and we proved it could 
be won by non-violence. Then the question was raised; "Can such a arge 
country with so much illiteracy be democratic ?" We proved in our rive 
elections that democracy can work and that democracy has taken deep 
root in India. Democracy has been an educative process, because with 
every election we see a greater maturity amongst the Indian people. I 
can't say that everybody votes wisely, but if there are people who are 
misled by propaganda or who consider irrelevant factors in their choice, 
their number is certainly not larger than similar people in countries 
where there is much more education and much more affluence. 

So this was the situation in India when we gathered together for our 
new Parliament. We came with high hopes and having raised the hopes 
of the entire people of India, we had hardly begun thinking of all the 
programmes that had to be initiated when, after a week, a very big 
burden fell on us and a very big event took place across oui borders. It 
has disrupted our lives, but it is something very much more than that. I 
find that there in England and in other countries which I had visited, this 
border situation tends to be considered as a very limited problem, as a 
problem of refugees. I do not want to say that the refugee problem is a 
small one—9,000,000 people can never be small, no matter where they 
are—and certainly to have 9,000,000 extra people at a time when you 
can ill afford to look after your own people is not an easy task. But the 
problem of Bangla Desh is not mere1> the problem of the refugees in 
India. It is a far deeper problem and one which affects us in many ways. 
The refugejgs have highlighted the problem for us in India because they 
have posd not only a tremendous economic burden, they have created 





social problems, political problems and, above all, the question of the 
security, the stability and the integrity of India. We are equally 
concerned with the tragedy which is taking place outside of our country. 
Rarely has the world witnessed the sort of atrocities and barbarities 
which we hear described by the refugees who are daily pouring in 

At the time when I was working for the India League, our main 
concern was freedom for India, but we were no less concerned about 
what was happening in Europe, because that was the time when there 
was the Spanish Civil War, it was a time when Fascism and Nazim were 
gaining strength in Europe and the India League was rightly concerned 
with all these movements and all these troubles because we believed that 
if man's spritits is crushed anywhere that is a defeat for all of mankind. 

Today, the problem of Bangla Desh is the same. It should be of 
comcerton every human being who believes in freedom, who believes in 
basic human rights, who believes in democracy. Of course, there can be 
no democracy unless there are basic human rights. I would not like any 
of you to think that either I myself, or the Government of India, or even 
the people of India, are in any way against Pakistan or the people of 
Pakistan. Far from it. We have always wishes them well because we 
believe it is in our interests that in our neighbouring country also there 
should be peace, stability and progress. We know that just as our major 
problem is the problem of poverty and disparities, this is so the problem 
of Pakistan. We are deeply concerned about the welfare of the people 
there. But we know also that peace and stability, prosperity and progress, 
can only come when you pay attention to the wants of all your progress, 
can only come when you pay attention to the wants of all your people. In 
India also, we have areas which are backward, areas which have been 
neglected, but we are trying our very best to see that the neglect of ages 
is wiped out now. We know that it cannot be done by magic and neither 
do the people expect us to do this, but we are taking steps in every area 
to see that the legitimate grievances of the people should be removed 
and that the people themselves should be involved in planning and in 
working out their developmei.t programmes. This is what democracy has 
meant for us—not merely that people have a vote but that they should 
participate in all the programmes to make democracy work—and bring 
a better life to the people. 

Just before we had our elections, there were elections all over 
Pakistan. We had no contract with any political party there, but we had 
heard from many people that there was a likehood of the Awami League 
winning the elections. We had no idea that they would win with such a 



tremendous majority. I think it was perhaps the biggest majority that any 
free election has given. But, while in our country the result of the 
election was an automatic one, that a party won and the leader of the 
party became Prime Minister, across the border the event took a very 
different, a very tragic and grim turn. I am told that the leaders of Bangla 
Desh were on March 24 given the impression that something was 
coming out of the talks being held. There was a possibility of 
understanding. Later on, of course, it seemed that this type of negotiation 
was used to being more troops across the seas, and when they were 
ready with the troops on March 25, the great massacre began. As is 
perhaps usual in all such conflicts, the brunt of it was born by the 
intellectuals. One of the very first attacks was on the University and a 
large number, I believe over 300 people, were killed on that very first 
day in the University area—students, professors, etc. 

To India came an a balance or a flood of people such as, 1 think, the 
world has not known. India is used to refugees. It is not a new 
phenomenon for us. We have had people from many different countries 
over the centuries and it has been our tradition to open our doors to help 
them to find a new life. But you just cannot keep on doing this all the 
time. To have millions of people in a few weeks in more than even such 
a big country like India can manage. We do not have the place, we do 
not have the money, we do not have the materials. We welcome help 
from outside but, as I said, if giving help means that people are going to 
think only of the refugees and forget the main problem, then it will not 
help the refugees and it will not help India. Of course, it will not help 
Bangla Desh either, because we want the refugees to return, and we are 
fully aware that they cannot possibly return unless more refugees stop 
coming. Today, the number more than 9,000,000 but every single day we 
have 30,000 or 40,000 new refugees coming in. The stream has not 
ended by any means, and each group comes with new stories of borrow 
which are hair-raising. 

So, the first step is that conditions should be created within East 
Bengal so that more people do not want to leave their homes and their 
homeland. Then comes the second step of asking these people to go 
back. The question is whether this is possible in the conditions which 
exist today and, obviously, it is not possible, because otherwise they 
would have stopped. We are told in India that we should accept 
observers from the United Nations. It does not really make very much 
difference. Perhaps some of you are not aware that we already have ten 
of them. We have ten observers from the United Nations High 
Commission for Relief and they have been there since the very 



beginning. We have nothing to hide and the border, as well as the camps, 
are open to all the diplomats who are there in New Delhi, or the 
Consulates in Calcutta. They are open to all the foreign correspondents 
who visit us time and agains. You who are living in England have seen 
the reports being published in the British newspapers and perhaps you 
know that similar reports are being published by the American 
newspapers, by many countries in Europe and other parts of the world. 
So the version that is coming out is not an Indian version. It is the 
version of eye-witness who have seen these things for themselves. As a 
matter of fact, most of our information comes from these people. We 
hardly have any way of having our own information except from the 
refugees and those people who come from there. 

This is a very grave problem for us. It does not concern merely 
India—-It concerns Asia and it concerns the world. Everybody today is 
busy telling us that we must show restraint. I do not think that any 
])cople or any Government could have shown greater restraint than we 
ilave in the face of such tremendous provocation and threat to our safety 
and to our stability. But where has the restraint taken us ? With all our 
restraint we are not getting any nearer to a solution. On the contrary, the 
military conforntation, as the otehr confrontations which I mentioned, 
political, economic, social, administrative, are steadily getting worse. 

People have asked me how long can India manage ? Actually that 
date has long since been passed. I feel that I am sitting on the top of a 
volcano and 1 honestly do not know when it is going to erupt. So the 
question is not of how restrained we are today, but of what will happen 
across the border. We think this is the responsibility of the international 
community to see that a way out is found. Obviously, the best way, the 
most humane way, is to have a political settlement and that political 
settelement can only be with the elected leader of the people of Bangla 
Desh, and with the elected and accepted representatives of that country. 

It seems very strange to us how the situation can be normalised by 
suddenly declaring that some elected people are no longer there when 
they arc very much in the woild. You suddenly say that you are going to 
have new elections and that new' elections are going to solve the 
problem. They cannot possible solve the problem. The elections were 
not considered illegal w'hen they were held, the programme pul before 
the people was well known to the Government and the elections were 
presided over by the same governmental authority. They had a six-point 
programme on which they fought the elections and which was .supported 
by the vast majoirty of the people of both sides of Pakistan. Nobody 



objected to it. The time to raise an objection was before the elections 
were fought. They could have said, "well, we don't approve of this 
programme, we are not going to accept the six points and, therefore, if 
you want to fight the elections you will have to re-think". 1 do not know 
if it would have been proper, but certainly if any objection had to be 
raised, that w'as the lime to raise it, not when the programme was 
accepted. The people thought it was accepted and they voted 
accordingly. 

Today, India is faced with a very grave situation. Honestly. 1 cannot 
prophesy w'hat w'ill happen or how w'e can deal w'iih it. I can onl\ see 
that from day to day the situation is worsening. The crisis is becoming 
more acute. India is a country which has always stood against w^ar. Vve 
have always believed that problems and disputes can be solved by 
negotiaiif»n and by discussions. But there is such a tiling as national 
interc.st and ve cannot allov,' our national interest, the interest of the 
people, of their security and their stability, to suffer. This is the siiuation 
But. as I have said to my people in India, w'hich I w'ould like to repeat to 
all Indians here, the grave the situation becomes, the greater the 
necessity to be calm and collected and think things out with a cool head. 
Whatever happens, we must look not only at the near future but at the 
distant future. Wc in India w'ill naturally lake all those steps w'hieii are 
necessary to secure the sort of future w'hich we have hoped for and 
worked for before Independence and after Independence. 

I w'ant only to say that living at this distance, people see only oui 
faults, our short comings, our weaknesses, our quarrels. All these things 
do exists. We do not want to hide them. We do not hide them But i( you 
think this is whole of India, you will be very sadly mistaken. We may 
have sixteen languages or we may have more languages, that is not 
important. Each one of those languages serves a population as large as 
any country in Europe. We do not want regimentation, we do Hot want 
uniformity. But the fact remains that under all these fissiparious 
tendencies, demands, divisions, agitations which are constantly taking 
place, there is a very strong base of Indian unity. There is also a strong 
base of self-confidence. Time and again we w'ere told that we could not 
do something and we have shown that we could do it and we did do it. I 
spoke to you about our freedom struggle. I spoke to you about 
democracy. 1 see 'that' here is a question in 'India Weekly' that India w'ill 
nver be able to feed its growing population. Well, this year, 1971, we are 
fully self-sufficient in food, even though we have paid attention only to 
wheat andtice. We still have to do a lot of research, we still have to in 
ease production in all kinds of other fields. We were told that planning 



would not work, and planning certainly has its ups and downs, but it has 
given us direction. In the last elections the confidence of the people has 
given a new coherence and a new strength to the country. Today, it is 
true that we are facing tremendous problems, tremendous burdens, but 
do not think that we are disheartened, do not think that we are 
discouraged. We are full of courage, full of self-confidence, and we 
know that we have the endurance to bear the burden however heavy. We 
welcome help, we want your support and your sympathy, but we are not 
dependent on anybody's help or sympathy. 

There is another question asked about why we turn to Russians and 
not to Americans. Quite honestly, we have not truned to anybody. If help 
is offered, we ai'e not going to say we do not want it. We shall lake it 
form wherever it is offered provided that it is in our national interest. 
The over-riding consideration is what is in the national interest. 
Economic progress and growth, the lessening of poverty and disparity, 
are important. But, there is something which is more important, and that 
is our freedom. Wc are taking only what help does not cast any shadow 
on our freedom We have always believed in being friends with countries 
and we shall continue to believe in that and work for it, but, as I said, the 
over-riding consideration must be what is in our national interest, and we 
shall always wai for that.... 
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A SERIOUS SITUATION 

Question : Prime Minister, it has always been India's point of view 
in this present crisis over the refugees, that other countries should put 
pressure on Pakistan to ameliorate the situation in East Pakistan so that 
the refugees can go back. What sort of pressure do you envisage that 
other countries could put on Pakistan ? 

The Prime Minister : Well, Pakistan has been getting help, military 
and economic, from other countries and I think that had this been made 
clear at the beginning that they would not get support in this adventure 
or misadventure that they are indulging in Bangladesh, this matter would 
never have gone so far. 

Question : But do you think there is anything now that other 
countries can do ? 

The Prime Minister : Quite frankly, I don't really see anything very 
specific myself, but I one the of those people who are born optimists and 
therefore I feel that the most insoluble problem has some solution if 
people are only willing to find it. 

Question : It is perhaps a little unfair to ask you this before you have 
been to the United States, but are you particularly worried about the 
attitude of the American Government in this matter ? 

The Prime Minister : I wouldn't isolate the American Government 
because I think that many Governments are hesitating to take a positive 
stand on this issue and because of the large number of refugees and the 
very real economic and other burdens on us, people's attention is divided 
to the refugees. We are full of sympathy for them and we do want help 
from them, but it would be very unfortunate if all the attention is on 
looking after the refugees rather than solving, removing the cause of 
why this exodus is taking place. Because as long as you don’t deal with 
the cause you simply can't do anything except provide a little bit more 
comfort to the refugees. 

Question : What is the remeday for this cause ? 

The Prime Minister : Obviously to solve the problems of East 
Bengal. 


Interview on B. B. C. by Mark Tully, November, 2,1971. 



Question : But could you be more specific, how would you see them 
solved ? 

The Prime Minister : Well, first I think it is for the people 
themselves and their elected leaders to decide what they want or what 
settlement they want. But so far as I am able to gather, I doubt very 
much if they will now settle for anything except their full rights. 

Question : By their full rights you mean autonomy within Pakistan 
or Independence. 

The Prime Minister : At this moment there is lot of bitterness and 
hatred on both sides, but more on the side of the East Bengalis because 
they are the people who have been killed. They cannot forget what 
happened on the night of 25th March when there was this entirely 
unprovoked attack on the university where students and faculty members 
were killed in large numbers. And even now, although everybody is 
being killed, the concentration is on the intellectuals, on the young 
people and on the minorities. 

Question : I think there has been universal admiration for the way 
that India has coped with the problem of looking after the refugees. But I 
think some people are confused as to why India will not accept a large 
United Nations presence in the refugee camps as Pakistan has suggested. 
Why won't India accept this ? 

The Prime Minister : If I may deal with the admiration part first. It 
is a little bit of an irritant because, it is nice to be admired, but if people 
think you say a few flattering words and that is enough, well it is not 
because we are getting the verbal admiration and it seems to us the 
others are getting the more material help. So far as the U. N. observers 
are concerned we already have ten people. Ours is an open society, no 
censorship on newspapers, no limitation or restriction on who will visit 
the camps and everybody does, not only from other countries, but even 
people from our own country, whom we would rather wish they did not 
go, but anyway they go there and to the border and so on. What would 
be the pupose of more U. N. observers ? There are ten of them now. It is 
only a device, I think, of Pakistan to show that India and Pakistan are on 
the same level. This is what we resent. It does not matter if a hundred U. 
N. people come. But quite frankly they will be able to do nothing. Apart 
from that, what we resent is the two countries being put on par. 

Question : The guerillas in East Pakistan are clearly one of the 
reasons why there is unrest there still and yet India is widely reported to 
shelter them and give them some assistance. Don't you feel that if you 
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were lo withdraw this shelter and assistance then the situation might 
calm down a little bit in East Pakistan 7 

The Prime Minister : Certainly not. On the contrary I think it 
would be very much worse. So far as giving shelter and help is 
concerned, you know our border is such that we cannot .stop people 
coming or going. Even British teams have gone back and forth without 
our knowing where they left India and where they came back. And so far 
as help is concerned, you know there are vast numbers of East Bengalis 
living in England, in the U. S. and various other countries, who are 
supporting this movement. Furthermore the guerillas are functioning all 
over East Bengal, not near the Indian border necessarily. And also the 
bases of them are the para-military forces which existed before — the 
East Pakistan Rifles, the East Bengal Rifles—and they already had quite 
a fair amount of weapons. 

Question : You were elected Prime Minister, on a platform to, as 
you describe it, "Garibi Hatao"—to eradicate poverty. Now clearly the 
burden of the refugees must have set the Indian economy back. What 
exactly is the state of the Indian economy now ? 

The Prime Minister : The economy is not as healthy as it should be. 
All the problems are more acute, but if anybody thinks we are going 
under with this they are mistaken, because the Indian people have learnt, 
or ju.st through sheer experience, they have the endurance of bearing 
enormous burdens. I think the capacity of man to suffer is limitless, and 
when there is a cause, such as the integrity and stability of the country, 
this quality, this endurance comes to the force. 

Question : Could we just look briefly at India's foreign policy ? The 
Soviet-India Peace Treaty, I think, worried some people in this country, 
because India, of course, has always been known as a non-aligned 
country and some people have felt that non-alignment and a peace treaty 
with Russia are not compatible. 

The Prime Minister : But only those people have fell so who 
anyhow were against non-alignment and who did not approve ot it. This 
Treaty has not affected non-alignment in any possible way. We retain oui 
freedom to make our own decision and take our own action. 

Question : India has said that she wants to improve relationship with 
China. Now surely signing a Peace Treaty with Russia is not going lo 
help you to improve your relations with China. 



The Prime Minister : Why not ? Perhaps you have seen what Mr. 
Chou-En-lai said. He said it would make no difference. 

Question : And you are not worried about the Pakistani situation— 
your relationship with China either. 

The Prime Minister : No. 

Question : What about the United Nations ? India has always 
supported China's entry into the United Nations. Do you feel that now 
that China is there, the United Nations is going to function more 
efficiently or less efficiently ? 

The Prime Minister : I think that is hardly a fair question. I really 
do not know how it is going to function. Only the future can tell. There 
is no reason why it should be less efficient. You can say it may take 
another direction. 

Question : Now could we turn finally to aid and trade. President 
Nixon announced a package decision to protect the dollar, and only at 
the weekend we hear the Senate's decision on the Aid Bill. Are you 
concerned about these general signs of American isolationism and the 
possible effect of its on trade and a trade war building up ? 

The Prime Minister ; Naturally it will effect our economy, but these 
are matters for the Americans to decide and we just have to adjust to 
whatever they do. But there is one fact, which is, that in the last year the 
whole nature of these loans has been such that, whetever we get, almost 
seven-eights of it is used in repayments, so that we don't get very much 
anyhow. 

Question : I know that India has taken a particularly strong line on 
the fact that the recent discussions on the international monetary system 
have appeared to ignore the interests of the under-developed countries. 
Do you think there is any way of bringing the under-developed countries 
more into these discussions ? 

The Prime Minister : We would only like tour interests to be 
guarded by these countries because if the division between the rich and 
the poor countries becomes sharper then I think it can only add to 
general tension in the world, which, in the long run will not be good for 
the richer countries either. And I don't think these floating correncies are 
very helpful. We would like to have a more stable situation. 

Question : Prime Minister, lastly could I return just to the situation 
in India and Pakistan an ask you how seriously you view the tensions 
between your country and your neighbour, Pakistan ? 



The Prime Minister : I think that the more serious problem is not 
the confrontation on the border—I have come to this view only in the 
last few minutes I might add—but this constant effort of people in other 
countries to divert attention from what is the basic question, beacuse that 
never solves anything You can divert, you can find a temporary solution, 
but if there is an illness and you are not treating the cause of the illness, 
well, it recurs—and it can recur in a more violent from. 

Question ; But how long do you feel then that this illness can go on 
without the situation sliding into something far more serious, even a 
war ? 

The Prime Minister : Well, it is sliding into something more serious 
right now. 

He « He 

Question : Prime Minister, the mass migration of Pakistanis into 
India has received an enormous amount of world attention. What do you 
feel the choices facing India now are ? 

The Prime Minister r The choices are extremely limited. The 
situation keeps on deteriorating, which will have very serious 
consequences on the Indian economy, on the stability, the security and 
even integrity of the country. 

Question : But as a result of your visit to Western Europe, do you 
feel that there is a possibility that the concern which nearly all countries 
have expressed for India, will be translated into action of some kind ? 

The Prime Minister : Although people here are concerned, but 
Europe has always looked at the world from European eyes, whereas all 
the other countnes of Asia and Africa, because of their won compulsion, 
their own problems, have to deal with them from the point of view of 
their own interest. Many European countries—not only European, other 
countries as well—have been trying to maintain what they call' a 
balance of power' on the sub-continent. I think this is a question not for 
me to answer, but for them to answer whether they think that an India 
which is weak, or not so stable, can serve any useful purpose for peace 
in Asia. 

Question ; Would you say then that you are disappointed with the 
result of your visits and your talks with the Prime Minister, taht you 
don't feel that they understand the problems sufficient ? 

The Prime Minister : No, I am not disappointed. Firstly, because I 
never expect anything and I think they do have an understanding. Now 
the question is to feel the question or the difficulty sharply enough or 
deeply enough to want to do something about it. 



Question : Given the long history of intractable disputes, like 
Kashmir, on the sub-continent, do you get the feeling that people 
somehow believe that it might be easier to subsidise this calamity, to pay 
for it rather than to solve it ? 

The Prime Minister : Which people ? As you see now, other things 
may have remained the same, but India has not. We are not dependent 
upon what other countries think, or want us to do. We know what we 
want for ourselves and we are going to do it, whatever it costs. We 
welcome help from any country, but if it does not come, well, it is all 
right by us. 

Question : But can you tell us what is the military situation on the 
frontiers with Pakistan today—becuase it does appear confused. 
President Yahya Khan of Pakistan last week called for the withdrawal of 
armoured forces and troops to peace-time positions which suggests that 
you are in a state of war. 

The Prime Minister : We are not in a state of war. So far as the 
troops themselves are concerned, they are on the borders on both sides. 
But President Yahya Khan should have thought of this before he moved 
his troops, because they did move long before our troops moved. Our 
troops moved only when we felt there was a very serious threat to our 
security. I have no doubt that had we not been prepared, he would have 
walked in, and I would like to remind you that we have been attached by 
Pakistan twice before. So far us it is not a theoretical problem at all. 

Question : But last week there were reports of battalion-sized 
actions and aircraft being involved and casualties up in the region of 
something like five hundred. Is that what is happening on the border ? 

The Prime Minister : I doubt it very much. We have had the 
experience also of other statements made by leaders across the border, 
which they themselves have retracted afterwards in world forums. So 
this is not the first time that we hear all these things. 

Question : But there have been artillery duels across this border for 
some time now, have not there—in the East ? 

The Prime Minister : Yes, there has been some shelling. 

Question : Are they continuing ? 

The Prime Minister : I think so. 

Question : Broadly then, how would*you describe the tension on the 
borders ? Is it....? 



The Prime Minister : Well, it is very tease, as I said, it is extremely 
serious. 

Question : And is the momentum towards war, do you feel, still 
gathering speed, or is it being slowed down ? 

The Prime Minister : Let us put this in perspective. War is an evil 
thing. India has always stood out against war, no matter where it took 
place. But there are things which are more important, and today we feel 
that not only for the sake of the Indian people but for the peace in Asia 
and world peace, stability, integrity and the security of India, is of first 
importance. I don't think anything should divert the world's attention 
from this point. This is the major point. 

Question : Yes, I was really putting to you that there seems an 
inevitability about the way things are going—a slide towards war, 
which—as you say—you are deeply concerned to avoid at all costs if 
you can. but is the situation. —is it that—in there a momentum towards 
war, which you feel that you cannot yet arrest ? 

The Prime Minister : We have arrested it. If I had not been calm 
and restrained, the fighting would have been bad. What word have I 
uttered, or anybody from my Government for that matter, which could 
be constructed as a threat or as a push towards war ? But if you look at 
some statements on the other side, there is no doubt whatsoever, 
absolutely public. 

Question : Is there a risk that you will be attacked by Pakistan, in 
your view now, at this moent ? 

The Prime Minister : One just can't say, and it also depends on 
what you consdier an aggression. In 1865, thousands of infiltrators were 
sent and they said they didn't commit aggression but after all it was an 
agression when they were obviously there to occupy the place and make 
way for the army. 

Question : Do you believe that conditions are favourable to secure 
the return of the refugees by tougher action, either diplomatic or in the 
last resort, military ? Are the conditions now favourable for that ? 

The Prime Minister ; I don't know where conditions are ever 
favourable to this. Sometimes things just have to be done. We in India 
are determined that we are not going to be saddled with Pakistan 
problems. They had a problem—very large number of persons who 
voted against the present regime, in a free election held under the 
supervision of the present Government of West Pakistan, who voted 
democratically, have been either killed or pushed across the border. Now, 



why should we receive another country’s problem like this ? Would this 
make sense to anybody ? 

Question : But how great is your determination to do this and do 
you have some time in mind within which you must do it to make it 
credible ? 

The Prime Minister : I am not interested in making anything 
credible. I am interested in the future and the present for that matter, of 
my country and my people. Now they have faith in me and I cannot 
betray that faith. 

Question : Now you have spoken of the first steps which are 
necessary to do something about this inundation of refugees and you 
have said that first of all continuing exodus must be stopped, but what 
first steps can be taken to stop that ? 

The Prime Minister : Well, surely that the massacre there stops, the 
rape stops, the burning of villages stops. 

Question : You have spoken of first steps needed to improve the 
situation, the first step being to stop the exodus of refugees. Now can it 
not be fairly put to you that you are contributing in a way to the exodus 
of the refugees by your support for the Pakistan guerillas who are 
operating in East Pakistan—Pakistan army takes reprisals against them, 
against villages which harbour the guerilla fighters and that causes the 
exodus, or is at least in part responsible for it. Now must not you, in 
effect, face the question of having to reduce your support for the guerilla 
armies opeating in East Pakistan ? 

The Prime Minister : Does that mean we allow a massacre to 
continue ? What happened first ? How many people were killed 
according to your correspondents of British newspapers, of American 
newspapers, of French newspapers, Canadian newspapers, Arabian 
newspapers ? The massacre began long before there was a single 
guerilla. 

Question : But as a contribution to quietening the situation as I 
say.... 

The Prime Minister : Now, what does quietening mean ? Does it 
mean that we allow.... We support the genocide, and do you think it can 
be stopped ? Do you think people are going to sit aside and watch their 
women raped in front of them ? And say that 'No, we arc going to 
quieten the situtation'. That is not quieteness. That is the worst possible 
type of war. It is the worst possibljp type of violence. 



Question : But how then, without something done to control the 
guerilla activity in return for greater discipline by the Pakistan army can 
you secure these first steps ? 

The Prime Minister : When Hitler was on the rampage, why didn't 
you say 'Let’s keep quiet and let's have peace in Germany and let the 
Jews die, or let Belgium die, let France die.' Would you say that was 
quiet ? 

Question : But how do you propose to bring about these first steps 
to control the exodus ...? 

The Prime Minister : It is not for us to this would never have 
happened if the world community had woken up to the fact when we 
first drew their attention to it. They knew this was happening the 
newspaper people were sending reports. We got most of our news from 
the British, the American and other foreign papers. 

Question : So what do you believe are the broad outlines for a 
settlement ? 

The Prime Minister : We cannot decide on a settlement for the 
people of Bangladesh. That is a decision which only they themselves can 
take. But I can only say that to have a re-election of all seats which are 
already occupied to whic people have been elected in a democratic and 
free election, is farcical to say the least. 

Question : But you believe that in order to achieve a settlement and 
secure the return of the refugees, that the people of Bangladesh of what 
was East Pakistan, are going to have to settle for something rather less 
than full independence ? Autonomy perhaps within a union but less than 
full independence ? 

The Prime Minister : Well, it depends entirely on them. This was 
not our show. It is their show; it is their lives we are talking about. We 
are not talking about some game where you make a particular move or 
another move. We are talking about the lives of millions of people. 

Question : In one of your recent speeches you have said that you are 
sitting on a volcano, may I also suggest to you that you appear to be 
sitting on the fence, that you are standing all of from this problem. You 
say it is a question to be settled between the two wings of Pakistan, 
between east and west, but how are they to be brought together ? 

The Prime Minister : We do not know how they are coming 
together. It is our concern in sofar as it affects us. While the matter is 
basically between the military regime of West Pakistan and the people 



and their elected representatives of East Bengal, Pakistan troops are 
massed on our eastern borders also. So, therefore, we are in no way 
sitting on the fence and saying we are not concerned. We are concerned. 
But we cannot decide what the people of East Bengal will do. Only they 
can take that decision. 

Question : But when you stand aside like that, can you really afford 
to, when India is giving sanctuary and support to those who wish to 
liberate East Pakistan. You are involved and you have also refused an 
offer off talks with the President of Pakistan. Is there not a contradiction 
in your position ? 

The Prime Minister : None at all. Do you want us to murder the 
people who come to India. The only way we could have stopped them 
was to kill them off. There was no other way out at all and nobody has 
been able to suggest that there was a way out. 

Question : No, of course, I don't suggest that and I don't really see 
that follows, but. 

The Prime Minister : It does follow; 

Question : But I wonder why you do refuse the offer of talks. Isn't it 
important to talk sooner rather than later ? 

The Prime Minister : Talk with whom—and about what ? Up to 
now. President Yahya Khan is telling everybody and he may be telling it 
now for all I know, that the situation in Bangladesh is absolutely normal. 
Now, either he does not know what is happening or he is telling a 
deliberate untruth. Either way, where is the foundation for a talk ? 

Question : More broadly do you feel therefore in the light of what 
you have just said that the whole idea of two nations on the sub¬ 
continent of India set up as a result of partition has failed ? 

The Prime Minister : We said so very clearly before this took place 
and mode of the Indian people I would say were against the whole thing. 
But our leaders and I think perhaps rightly thought that this would bring 
peace. It would give the opportunity for India to go forward and build a 
better life for its poor people. They wholly accepted this and we are in 
no way against Pakistan or the people of Pakistan for whom I have the 
friendliest of feelings. But I do feel that the Governments of the world 
today are not helping either Pakistan as a country, or the people of 
Pakistan. They are bolstering up a military regime, which is not 
interested in the welfare of its people. 

Question : Does not the whole separative tendency as shown in East 
Bengal, pose great dangers to you in India ? 




The Prime Minister : None whatsoever. 

Question : Won't it excite separatist tendencies within India .... ? 

The Prime Minister : No No. Because we deal with our people and 
we see that their legitimate grievances are diminished and the problems 
solved. 

Question : You don't see an increasing tendency for power to be 
devolved from the Centre throughout the sub-continent and the lingual 
division of states and so on as something which will be harder for you to 
control ? 

The Prime Minister : Well, it is difficult for you people to 
understand. We don't have any divisive tendencies we have sixteen 
languages, we may have twenty languages, but we are one people, India, 
with a strong basis of unity which is always there. But in times of crisis 
whether it is a crisis of this nature which is across our borders, or the 
kind of crisis which we had three years ago which was drought the 
people are one and nobody is going to be able to weaken them or disrupt 
that unity. 

Question : Well, you can make a tremendous case for what you have 
just said. A week or so before the deluge of refugees descended on you, 
you received a massive new mandate from the people of India which 
many saw as the revitalization of India democracy. You won on a 
programme promisiong radiced change and reform in India. Now all that 
is in jeopardy because of the refugee problem. What are the 
consequences of your inability to fulfil your election pledges likely to 
be? 

The Prime Minister : The Indian people, strange as it may sound to 
people of the West are quite mature in their judgement. They all have 
grievances they all have demands. But if it is a time of difficulty. I think 
we would stand together. We have tremendous capacity to suffer and to 
endure and if we have to do it we will do it. 

Question : I was wondering whether the consequences might not be 
rather greater than that, I mean would you feel democracy itself is 
jeopardised unless you can fulfil your... ? 

The Prime Minister : Not in India. Democracy can go anywhere in 
the world but it will not be jeopardished in India. It is only foreign 
people who thought the democracy was in danger. I have never believed 
that for a single second. 

Question ; But you yourself, how do you personally feel having 



been elected on radical platform of change in India, to see it all 
jeopardised now rather than see it sacrificed, ratehr than see it continue 
to be jeopardised what would you ask the Indian people to do as a last 
resort to solve this problem for you ? 

The Prime Minister : Well, it is very important that we lessen our 
proverty, that we fight against the various social and economic injustices 
and inequalities but something is more important and that is the freedom 
of the country and I have no doubt not a shadow of doubt that every 
political party right left or centre, will be solidly with us in anything 
which they consider is threatening our freedom and our security. 

Question : Very briefly. Prime Minister, finally, you've spoken of a 
need to reassess the relationship with this country. After all, our destinies 
have been interwined for something like two or three hundred years now. 
How would you wish to see it reassessed ? 

The Prime Minister : Firstly to forget the past. I think that there is 
too much harping on what the relationship was. That relationship 
snapped with independence and I think it was because in the earlier 
years we tried to hang on to it that we had a period when there was not 
such friendship but I think we can now make a friendship on a new basis 
with a far more rational approach to the different problems of both the 
countries and what each of us gains by such a friendship and I think that 
there is considerable ground for such mutual benefit. 
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PRIME MINISTER INDIRA GANDHI'S SPEECH AT BANQUET BY 
PRESIDENT NIXON IN WASHINGTON, NOVEMBER 4,1971 

This room is indeed full of history, as indeed is this house in which 
we are today. This house has been the home of many great men whose 
ideas and actions have influenced events far beyond the boundaries of 
the United States. 

I remember how thrilled I felt as a small girl, when my father first 
introduced me to the stirring words of Jefferson and Lincoln. Much has 
happended in the world since those days. There have been many ups and 
many downs. But certain ideas and certain ideals have held people 
together. 

I think, although there is so much difference between your country 
and mine although many miles of land and ocean separate us, there is 
also much in common between our two peoples. We are both large 
societies, composed of diverse ethnic elements, proud of our regional 
diversity, resentful of imposed uniformity. Our peoples are friendly and 
generous, wanting to be liked, quick to give expression to their feelings, 
and equally ready to forgive. 

Naturally, there have been differences of assessment and emphasis. 
And since our people and our legislatures live by speaking out, there 
have been moments of awkward candour. But let also remember that in 
both our societies the most forthright critics are within ourselves. 

I think that a functioning democracy converts this weakness into 
strength. During our Fifth General Election last March, to which you 
referred so generously, Mr. President, our people demonstrated the 
ability of the democratic process to find answers to national problems. 
They gave the nation a clear and coherent sense of direction, of renewed 
self-confidence in and a fresh impetus to our long struggle against 
proverty. 

The instability of the 1960’s which had enervated our growth was 
overcome* Our plans have benefited by the long-range capital assistance 
and food aid so generously given by your country. Foreign aid is 



important becuase of its direct economic contribution and also as a 
symbol of the involvement of advanced nations, and more specially of 
the United States, in the developing world. But the effort in the progress 
of our country is overwhelmingly and increasingly that of the labour and 
sacrifice of our own people. 

Today, we are self-sufficient in foodgrains. Net foreign credits 
constitute a small but useful part of our resources. All this was achieved 
not easily. And though we have smiled through these years. You know, 
Mr. President, how very difficult they were for India. 

There was the drought during which many people thought we just 
would not survive. But it was that very time that we utilised to introduce 
our new agricultural strategy which today has made us self-sufficient. 

You spoke of our elections. They were not easily won. I was telling 
Mrs. Nixon just now that we had a very short time at our disposal 
becuase we decided to hold the elections a year and a quarter earlier than 
we need have, because we were just tried of people telling us : "You are 
the minority Government. You have no right to do this and you have no 
right to do that". We said, "all right, let's have elections". In 43 days I 
travelled 36,000 miles. I had 375 meetings, all with over 100,000 people, 
some with 200,000 or 250,000. This was one person's effort, but it also 
naturally needed the efforts of hundreds of thousands of other people. 
Why we won the election was not merely because of our effort, but 
because we were able to convince the people who are in a majority, the 
poor people, the smaller business men, the smaller farmers, those who 
had been under-privileged, the minorities, and, above all, the young 
people of all classes, that we had something to offer which others did 
not. 

So, the campaign became not a campaign of a political party, but a 
campaign of the people. I don't know what happens in the United States, 
but not all of our workers were equally enthusiastic about all our 
candidates. (President Nixon : It is the same.) In some places naturally 
we thought we had the best candidate. In some places we sometimes 
didn't for various reasons. But there were many places where we thought 
we would not win because there was not co-operation between the 
candidate and those who were supposed to make him win. But this is 
where the people came to the fore and said, "if this is a candidate 
belonging to Mrs. Gandhi's party, we will make him win, whether the 
party wants him or not, or anybody else wants him or not". This is how 
we won these elections. 



We had met in the new Parliament for only a week, and like all 
politicians we were still busy patting each other on the back and 
congratulating one another, when suddenly our entire world changed. 
What seemed to be a part of sunlight, just waiting for us to go ahead and 
solve the problems which remained, was covered with a very large dark 
shadow. And without warning, a major crisis enipted across our frontiers 
and well nigh engulfed us, seriously threatening our hard-earned 
stability. 

What has happened is now part of contemporary history, I shall not 
dwell on it, but may I recall the sheer mangnitude of the problem ? Can 
you think of the entire population of Michigan State suddenly 
converging on to New York State ? Imagine the strain on space, on the 
administration, on services such as health and communications, on 
resources such as food and money, and this not in conditions of 
affluence, but in a country already batling with problems of proverty and 
population. 

We are paying the price of our traditions of an open society. Of all 
people surely those of the United States should understand this. Has not 
your own society been built of people who have fied from social and 
economic injustices ? Have not your doors always been open ? 

Every nation must bear its own cross. Our people have faced this 
challenge with exemplary unity, self-reliance, and self-restraint. But 
from neighbours far and near, and from others who value and uphold 
democratic principles, we expect understanding and, may I add, a certain 
measure of support. 

None of our friends, and expecially not those who share common 
ideals, would expect us to abandon our long cherished democratic 
principles. If today we are best with economic uncertainty and faced 
with the grave threat to our stability and security, it is because our 
democratic code and geographic proximity have made us the inevitable 
refuge of millions of helpless victims of modieval tyranny. 

The circumstance did not allow an analysis of the consequences to 
our own economy and our society. Our administration, already strained 
to meet the rising, demands of our vast population, is stretched to the 
limit in looking after nine million refugees, all citizens of another 
country. Food stocks built against drought are being used up. Limited 
resources scraped together for sorely needed development works are 
being depleted. 

The occasion is too serious for the scoring of propaganda points. Our 
people cannot understand how it is that we who are the victims, we who 



are bearing the brunt and have restrained ourselves with such fortitude, 
should be equated with those whose actions have caused the tragedy. 

There is no foretelling how far-reaching will be its consequences. It 
is for the international community to try to remove the root cause of the 
trouble. India will not be found wanting in generous responses. 

In the meantime, I cannot avoid the responsibility or my duty to 
safeguard the future of my people. 

Mr. President, we are with you in our faith in freedom and 
democracy. The size of my country, and the complex situations which 
confront us have led to many prophesies of despair. But India, like the 
United States, has the great resilience which is bom of a free society, and 
oiit of the very crisis emerge solutions and new resources of energy. 

Mr. President, you have evoked admiration all over the world for the 
imaginative manner in which you have taken bold decisions. I am sure 
that having a First Lady of such grace and charm is a source of strength 
to you. 

This morning, you spoke of sunshine, and indeed it was a very 
beautiful day. I don’t know whether you were responsible for it or 
whether I was, because, in India, I do have the reputation of bringing the 
weather the people want. Usually, of course, it is rain, it is not sunshine 
at all, because our crops need rain, and even in the driest of the drought 
days, when I went some where it always rained, not enough to make any 
difference to anybody, but just two or three drops to say, "well, I was 
there". So, perhaps, I had something to do with the sunshine ! 

But while that sunshine naturally added to the beauty of your very 
lovely garden and house and the view we have from here, you referred to 
another sunshine, a deeper kind, which you hoped would light our 
friendship and give it a greater meaning and purpose. 

So, when you mentioned sunlight, something rang a bell in my mind, 
but I could not think of the worlds immediately. They did come back to 
me later on. In one of our Vedas which is the earliest existing literature 
in the world, found this little quotations : "As tha lotus gets its radiance 
with the rise of the sun in the same way the thoughts of friends are 
auspicious and bring prosperity". 

So let us hope words of fiends which have been spoken in this room 
will bring prosperity. Of course, your country is already very prosperous, 
but we hope that this prosperity will be shared with those who have not 
got it, and that you will also more to another kind of prosperity, shall I 



say, receptivity which enables people to enjoy prosperity. You have the 
material prosperity. We find in many countries there is prosperity, but 
somehow people are not enjoying it. They are looking for something 
else, but they don't know what they are looking for. 

I sincerely share that wish, not only as a person, but on behalf of the 
Government and, indeed, the entire people of India, who have very great 
admiration and friendship for the people of the United States. 

I have said how much our people were inspired during our freedom 
strugle by the words of great Americans, and afterwards also by the 
many deeds of your scientists and others to add to the world's knowledge 
and progress. 

In India, although many of us think forward into the future, when we 
want something to say, we invariable look back into the past. There is 
always some word or sentence written thousands of years ago that could 
very well have been written today. There are some timeseless parts of 
our history (as I am sure you have in America) and some great ideals, 
which we would like to keep no matter what other progress there is, 
what other advances mankind make. 

So, it is important to have things, but just as important to know how 
to enjoy them, and how, through them, to share the enjoyment with 
others. 

I would like to thank you once again for your invitation which has 
made pay visit possible and given me the opportunity of having very 
useful and interesting talks with you, Mr. President, and tomorrow, I 
hope to have with some others, and of being present at this very gracious 
function in this lovely room with so many distinguished people. 

May I ask you all to join in a foast to the health of the President and 
the various First Lady, the future of the great people of the United States, 
and on friendship between our two countries ? 
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PRIME MINISTER INDIRA GANDHI'S SPEECH AT THE 
NATIONAL PRESS CLUB, WASHINGTON-NOVEMBER 5,1971 

I am delighted to be here once again with you all. I have met several 
of you in the meantime in India or in other parts of the globe. You have 
been given some description of my day. But perhaps all of you, who are 
acquainted with the life of anybody who is in politics, know that actually 
no two days are ever the same. And, as much as one would like to 
mediate and do various, other such necessary and agreeable things, more 
often than not this remains in the realm of desire, rather than practice. 

I find my relaxation and recreation when I am with people, and 
especially when I am with interesting people, such as in this hall today. 

Our time is limited, so I am not going to make a long speech. I am 
just going to mention a few points which may help you to formulate 
your questions And, of course, anything that you are interested in will 
crop up in the question. 

I was here just five years ago and I spoke to you then of what we 
have been trying to do in India. Much has happened in that time, not 
only in India, but in all parts of the world. But naturally, just now I am 
more concerned with my own country. 

Doubts were expressed then in 1966, in my own country and by the 
world Press, including the Press in the United States, about our unity, our 
democracy and even our ability to survive. Well all I can say is here I am 
again. But we have gone through a period of darkness and difficulty, 
which even for a people accustomed to hardship has been exceptionally 
severe. We are now self-sufficient in wheat and rice and other cereals, 
which are the staple diet of our people. With increasing expansion in 
irrigation facilities and fertiliser output break throughs are expected in 
other farm products as well. Our family Planning programmes have had 
some inmpact. The census held this last March showed that our 
population was fourteen million less than had been estimated. 

Political changes in our party have taken place peacefully, giving 
greater choerence and sense of direction to our national life. Our 
confidence in our people was justified in our general election. On an 
average, sixty percent of the people voted, not only in the cities but in 
the remote areas of the interior and in the mountains. The people gave 
me and my party a good majority. But what was special about the 





elections was the enthusiasm with which the people, and especially the 
young people’; made it their won campaign. 

The elections aroused new hope in our people and generated new 
energy and purpose in us. But today, your thoughts and mine are 
preoccupied with the crisis of Bangla Desh, that is. East Bengal. There 
too, elections were held. The fact that even under a military regime the 
people of East Bengal so over-whelmingly voted for the Awami League 
showed their deep desire for democratic rights. The military rules used 
the period of negotiations to a mass troops. And on the very day, when 
the Awami League though that settlement was to be reached, a reign of 
terror—such as history has rarely witnessed—was unleashed. 

I have not hesitated sometimes to criticise the Press, of course, in 
self defence. But on this occasion, I should like to express appreciation 
of the manner in which the press correspondents of many countries have 
tried to arouse the conscience of the world. They have shown courage 
and perseveragnce in lifting the veil around East Bengal and revealling 
the truth of the grim tragedy being enacted there. Their words have been 
honest and direct, but the photographs have outdone them in conveying 
the very essence of sorrow and misery. 

What is taking place there is not a civil war in the ordinary sense of 
the word; it is a genocidal punishment of civilians for having voted 
democratically. It is a strange and cynical way of geting rid of one's 
opponents and of deliberately using helpless millions as a weapon 
against a neighbour nation. The number of the refugees is equal to the 
population of some of the countries of Europe, such as Austria and 
Belgium, where I was only recently. 

We feel that this is a new kind of aggression. It certainly casts an 
unconscionable economic burden on us and has created political and 
social tensions endangering pure security. This is not a purely internal 
matter of one country, because the overflow of the political, economci 
and security consequences are affecting another country, that is, India. 
This is not an international dispute, certainly not an Indo-Pakistan 
dispute, for the traditional international instruments to be invoked. 

We are told that the confrontation of troops is a threat to peace. Is 
there no threat to peace when a whole people are massacred ? Will the 
world be concerned only if people die because of war between two 
countries and not if hundreds of thousands are butchered and expelled by 
a military regime waging war against the people ? 

We cannot draw upon precedents to deal with this unprecedented 
variety of aggression. We have to devise new patterns of response. It is 



in order to impress on world leaders the nature of the crisis and the 
means of resolving it that I wrote to heads of governments several 
months ago and sent some of my colleagues to meet them. We informed 
them that the only way out of the mess which the military rulers of 
Pakistan have made for themselves is to have a political settlement with 
the elected representatives of East Bengal, Sheikh Mujibur Rahman, if 
he is alive, and his colleagues who embody the will of the people. 

Had the world realised it then, much of this mounting misery and the 
migration of many more millions could have been avoided. The chances 
of such a settlement have grown more slender with each new day of 
neglect. But there might still be time if world leaders appreciated the 
reality of the situation. 

In the various capitals I have visited on this tour, I have been asked 
what solution India would like. The question is not what we would like, 
or what one or other of the big powers would like, but what the people of 
East Bengal will accept and what solution would be a lasting one. 

I should like to plead with the world not to press me for a solution 
which leaves out the people of East Bengal. It is an illusion to think that 
the fate of a country can be decided without reference to its people. Once 
again, we see the old habit of underestimating the power of nationalism 
in Asia and of the demand of the people of Asia to make their own 
choice. Those who subscribe to the belief that democratically reached 
decisions are the most viable should recognise that the process of 
democracy admits no geographical disqualification. If democracy is 
good for you, it is good for us in India, and it is good for the people of 
East Bengal. 

The suppression of democracy is the original cause of all the trouble 
in Pakistan. The nations of the world should make up their minds who is 
more important to them, one man and his machine or a whole nation. 

I am asked what initiatives India will take. We have taken the biggest 
possible initiative in remaining so self-rest trained and in keeping in 
check the anger within our country. We have endeavour strenouesly to 
see that this does not become an Indo-Pakistan issuel. Any direct talks 
between the two countries would immediately be converted into such a 
dispute and make the solution more difficult. Pakistan has been trying to 
create conditions in which the world would think that Pakistan is 
threatened by a more powerful neighbourl. As I have said, the threat to 
Pakistan has come from its own rules, not from us. When the regime 
there found out that its calculations will not succeed, it moved its troops 
to our western frontier, knowing full well that we would be forced to 
follow suit. 



Pakistan’s pleas for observers from the United Nations, for bilateral 
talks with India, and for mutual whithdrawal of troops, seemed very 
plausible at first sight. But these are only methods to divert the attention 
of the world from the root of the problem to what are merely by 
products. We cannot be side-tracked. We cannot have a dialogue with 
Pakistan on the future of East Bengal, because we have no right to speak 
for the people of East Bengal. Only Sheikh Mujib or the elected and 
accepted representatives of East Bengal have that right. 

I have merely touched on certain points and on what I thought would 
interest you the most. I should like to leave the time now for questions. 
But I want to add only one thing, because the President of your Club 
said that I had come here to ask for aid, I have not asked for any aid, 
neither in this country nor in any of the other countries which I have 
visited. I believe that it is not the task of any one country to say to 
another what they sould do even if it is a question of helping. It is my 
duty to put the situation in my country and its neighbourhood, to give 
my assesment of the situation to the leaders of the countries I visit. It is 
for them, then, with their own assesment and what they hear from me, to 
make up their mind what they think about this and what they should do 
about it. 

My intention in coming here was, of course, primarily in response to 
President Nixon's invitation, which was extended to me about a year 
ago, long before these events took place, but also because I believe that 
in our fast changing world it is important for heads of governments to 
keep in touch with leaders of other nations to find out their thinking and 
to be better educated about this chaning world : 

Following are some of the questions by the press, and answers 
given by the Prime Minister, during the function : 

Question : Madame Gandhi, could you give us some description of 
the subjects covered in your talks with President Nixon ? And what do 
you think the talks accomplished, if anything ? 

Prime Minister : This is the sort of question that I thought I would 
only make on the fifteenth of November when our Parliament meets and 
which one has to circle around a bit Because you could not have useful 
talks with heads of nations if you were immediately to divulge exactly 
what was talked about. 

I think the talks have been useful. They have been very wide 
ranging, practically all over the world : Europe, Asia; bilateral matters, 
intemationd matters. And what they have achieved is what I said in any 
remarks : I Slink the President knows now what we are thinking in India, 



and I have a better appreciation of what the American Government 
thinks about all these matters. I don’t think I can go into greater details 
on this occasion. 

Question : May be you won't answer this, but let me ask Initial 
reports suggested there was firm disagreement between you and 
President Nixon over the ways of reaching a political solution with 
Pakistan. Are these reports correct and would you elaborate ? 

Prime Minister : No, this report is not correct. As I said, that it is 
for the U. S. Government and the President to see what they can do in 
the matter. I was certainly impressed by the President's sincere desire to 
try and help in this very difficult situation. I think this report was largely 
based on the fact that we met for longer than was expected or scheduled. 
But that is only because we had so much to talk about. And that is why 
the talks overflowed to this morning also. 

However close any two countries are, each country must have its 
own point of view, because that point of view is influenced by the 
geopolitical situation of the country, by the historic background, and 
many other experiences which can never be duplicated in two countries. 
So, although I would say that we have a similarity of approach with the 
United States, we could never have an absolute identical approach either 
with the United States or, for that matter, with any other country. 

And in this, of course, we could only put to the President and his 
colleagues our assessment of the situation on our borders, its likely 
impact on India. And we do think that peace in India, stability in India, 
is of utmost importance, not to us only, but to Asia and, I think, the 
world. 

Question : Did you expect President Nixon to speak up, to stand up 
and be counted when democracy was suppressed in East Bengal ? As a 
result of your talks here, do you expect a change in American policy ? 

Prime Minister : Well. I don't think it would be fair for me to tell 
President Nixon what he should do. This is for him to judge, keeping 
very many aspects in view. 

Now, you see, to say whether ihere would be a change in American 
policy—as I said, I think that the President is trying to find a way. But 
the whole thing has got so entangled what it isn't easy for anybody to 
find a way. 

Question : Madame Gandhi, why does India not agree to the 
proposal of Yahya Khan for the withdrawal of both India and Pakistani 
troops from the frontier ? 



Prime Minister : 1 have just touched on this point in my earlier 
remarks. When the refugees first started coming into India, we draw the 
attention of the United Nations to this fact. And at that time we were told 
that this was an internal problem and nothing could be done, even 
though we had said that the reperscussions would be far-reaching. After 
that, it was Pakistan who brought its troops right up on our western 
border. It was not India who moved then. The attention of the United 
Nations observers there was drawn to it, and they questioned this. And 
they were told by the Pakistanis that they were merely—what is the 
world ? —training or doing exercises, military exercises. 

Obviously, this was not a very convincing reply. But, presumably, it 
was accepted as the truth. But we couldn’t accept it as the truth. And we 
waited a week or so until we were convinced that our security might be 
in danger. You may all of you remember that we have had three 
aggressions on our soil, one from China and two from Pakistan. And 
also our lines of communication with all these border areas are not too 
good. It was my duty as head of the government to see that we should 
not be found once again unprepared. And that is why we moved our 
troops up also. 

By speaking about withdrawal of troops, it is again a question of 
diverting the world focus from the problem of East Bengal, which is the 
main problem. Even if troops are withdrawn—we don't really trust this— 
the question is of how far they are withdrawn. There is also the question 
of the irregular troops. In 1965 conflict, we had the experience of 
thousands of inefiltrators being led into Kashmir in an effort to weaken 
the country from inside, hopeing that this would give support to the later 
aggression by the Pakistani Army. That didn't happen, because although 
the infiltrators came in, our people—we din't have any army there-the 
ordinary people, the farmers, the nomadic—tribes who look after their 
goats and their cattle, these people stood up to the infiltrators and helped 
us to control the situation. 

So, there isn't only one type of confrontation. And in this particular 
situation, the major question is what is happening in East Bengal. And I 
don't think you can separate what is happening on the west from thi 
basic question. 

Question : A pair of questions, Madame Gandhi. Is India willing to 
accept the good offices of the U. N. Secretary-General for defusing the 
dangerous India-Pakistan tension ? Also, even though India is not to 
blame, why can't you allow U. N. observers in your area if it would 
bring peace fp South Asia ? 



Prime Minister : To take the second question first. I would say that 
we do have United Nations observers. There are some on the western 
front for many years, and there are ten representatives of the United 
Nations High Commission for Refugees in the East. So, it's not as if 
there are no observers or no foreigners. 

Also, ours is a very free and open society. And Ambassadors and 
other members of the diplomatic corps, representatives of the Press, 
radio, television from many countries, parliamentary delegations from 
Canada, the United Kingdom, countries of Europe, Scandinavia, Latin 
American, Japan, New Zealand all these people have been and are going 
to the border, as well as to the camps. 

So, there is no question of our hiding anything or preventing 
anybody from going. But the question is, as this person has said, if it 
would bring peace to South Asia. Now, we don’t see how can it bring 
peace to South Asia. Something is happening in East Bengal. People are 
still being killed. Refugees numbering thousands are still coming in very 
single day. Now, if you want the refugees who are already in these very 
uncomfortable, overcrowded camps to go back, the first question that 
they will ask is, is to safe ? And if it is safe why are more people 
coming ? So, this is a question that you have to be able, to answer. 

But if the Secretary-General, or whoever is taking an interest, is able 
to ensure that this stream, which is still pouring in, can be stopped, then 
as the next step, he could say, "now we will consolidate that position and 
create conditions in which the rest can go back." 

Question : In bringing the world's attention to the present crisis, why 
did you not schedule a visit to the United Nations ? 

Prime Minister : Well, I didn't think it would serve much useful 
purpose. 

Question : Some observers say that the new Indian-Soviet treaty 
definitely takes India out of the camp of the neutrals. Would you 
comment ? 

Prime Minister : India has never been in the camp of the neutrals, 
because while in America you have used the word "neutralism", in India 
we have never used that word. Non-alignment does not mean being 
neutral or unconcerned or ignoring what is happening in the world. It 
merely means that we do not belong'to a military bloc, and that we 
reserve the right to judge each international issue on its own merits, not 
because the U. S. is supporting it or the U. S. S. R. or anybody else. We 
like to see these things from our own point of view and in the light of 
our own national interests and also, of course, of world peace. 



So far as the Indo-Soviet treaty is concerned, it does not affect our 
positon of being a non-aligned country. So, we are not allowing military 
bases to any country. And while, under the treaty, we shall consult with 
the Soviet Union should any dangerous situation arise, it is entirely a 
matter for India to decide by herself what decision we take, what steps 
we take. 

Question : In assisting elements in East Pakistan to achieve 
independence, are not the Indians playing into the hands of the Soviet 
Union, which has sought to obtain an outlet on the Indian Ocean ? 

Prime Minister : I don't really see how the Soviet Union gets an 
outlet in the Indian Ocean by anything happening in East Bengal. I don't 
think this makes any difference. 

The question is now whether India is assisting elements or not. I 
think all that India is doing is to make a very realistic assessment of an 
existing situation. What can be a lasting solution ? What solution or 
what agreement will the people of East Bengal settle for ? That is the 
question. Our assessment is that the bitterness and the hatred have grown 
so much in the last months that it will be very difficult to have any 
solution which comes short of their aspirations. 

Now, this is the reality of the situation. It is not whether we like it or 
we want it. as I said in my earlier remarks... 

Question : Does the fact that you see no useful purpose in visiting 
the U.N. reflect as assessment of the significance and strength of the 
United Nations ? 

Prime Minister : Well, the United Nations has its weaknesses. But 
we have always supported it, because we feel it is essential to have such 
a forum. When there was a League of Nations, everybody felt that it was 
not doing what it should do, and so it was done away with. But you had 
then to have something else and it came up under the name of the United 
Nations. If we now get rid of the United Nations, I am sure we shall 
have another body which will be practically identical under a new name. 

So, it is important to have some such body. But we all know that it 
does suffer from certain weaknesses. It is not always able to assert itself. 
And, quite, often, national policies play a part within the United Nations, 
instead of being able to lift it above to higher plane. 

Question : When Australian Prime Minister Me Mahon was in the 
Press Club the other day, he said there must be no war between Pakistan 
and India. He said he would tell you this. Did he talk to you, and what 
was said ? 

Prime IVlinister ; I did meet the Australian Prime Minister, but I 
don't remember his using these words. Naturally he is concerned, just as 



President Nixon is concerned and the Russian leaders and all of us are 
concerned, that war is not a good thing, and that war creates many new 
problems and entails a lot of suffering for all the people. As President 
Nixon has said, and others have said, in today's world there is no such 
thing as complete victory. 

So, we fully appreciate this. I myself am fully in agreement with 
this. But, it is a question of the freedom, the security and the stability of 
our country. Those must be saved at all costs. 

We are trying everything possible for this problem to be solved in a 
way other than war. We will not stop trying to look for some solution. 
Had notice been taken of this developing situation earlier, I am sure it 
could have been solved. But now, many other elements have come in. 
First, I would like to take this opportunity to say that India has no 
quarrel either with Pakistan or the people of Pakistan. But we feel that 
because of one person's mistakes Pakistan is suffering. And, if we try 
just to bail that one person out, it will not be at the cost of India; it will 
be at the cost of Pakistan itself... 

Question : If Pakistan were to succeed in ousting its remaining 
Hindus, what would happen to the sixty million Moslems in India ? 

Prime Minister : I trust and hope that they will be perfectly safe. 
Although we do have people who have some very wrong ideas, and we 
have had riots, which we feel a cause for great shame, the Government 
has been very firm on this matter. And I think that today all Indians, 
evern those parties who do not normally support us in this, are 
supporting us in ensuring that peace is maintained in India and our 
minorities feel that they enjoy the rights and privileges which are theirs 
under our Constitution. 

I said something about our not being against Pakistan. The Foreign 
Secretary has very rightly drawn my attention that I should make it clear 
that India has no designs on any territory of Pakistan. And I will add : or 
on any part of East Bengal. We certainly don't want to provoke a war 
with Pakistan. 

Question : What is your reaction to the defeat of the U. S. foreign 
aid bill ? 

Prime Minister : I think this is an internal matter which affects 
many countries... (Laughter). I can't prophesy the future. So I don’t really 
know what is going to happen to this. So far as India is concerned, we 
have welcomed help, and the help which we have received from this 
country has enabled us to do many things which we could not otherwise 
have done. But little by little, we are becoming self-reliant ahd able to 
stand on our own feet. 



And the real burden of development has been increasingly and 
overwhelmingly our own, built on the endeavour and the sacrifice of the 
people of India. Also, today, the foreign aid we get largely goes to repay 
what we got before. So, it does not really help us to do very much more. 

Question : What impact will the improvement of United Sales 
relations with China have on India and on other Asian countries ? 

Prime Minister : It should have a good impact. Any relationship, if 
it is not against anybody else, increases the area of peace. And that is 
why we have welcomed this move. And we sincerely hope that one by 
one the various areas of tension in the world will be reduced... 

Question : Is your recent treaty with the Soviet Union completely 
compatible with the policy of non-alignment, such as was promoted by 
your father, Prime Minister Nehru ? 

Prime Minister : We think it is. And a few people who have 
commented on it—President. Tito when he was in India, just before he 
came here—he also told us that he fully realised that it did not impinge 
on our non-alignment. And I believe that our friend Chou En-lai has also 
said in an interview to some foreign correspondent that it did not prevent 
us—that he thought it was not a change in our position. 

Question : Should East Pakistan be made an independent and 
soverign nation ? 

Prime Minister : As I said, I think that this question should be put 
to the people of East Bengal. 

Question : A follow-up question on the Indian Ocean. Both America 
and the Soviet Union are sending increasing naval forces into the area. 
How do you feel about this ? 

Prime Minister : We can only hope that this will not increase the 
tensions there... 

Question : If a solution cannot be imposed on the people of East 
Bengal by the big powers, what reason is there to believe that the big 
powers can impose a Mid-East solution on Egypt and Israel ? 

Prime Minister : At this moment, I think that the situation in Egypt 
and Israel and the Middle East is not very hopeful. But we know from 
experience that sometimes the tightest and most complicated of knots 
can be cut through. This is the only hope that some way can be found. 

Earlier on, there was a question on the Soviet Treaty. Perhaps you 
know that one of the articles—I think it is Article IV—was especially 
put in which the Soviet Union has expressed its own appreciation and 
respect foc-India's policy of non-alignment. As regards the question of 
refugees going back and whether the presence of somebody from the U. 



N. would help this, perhaps the whole problem would come more alive 
for you if 1 give you a comparison. For instance, we had the problem of 
the Jews in Hitler's Germany. Suppose you had said, "let us send some 
observers there". How would it have helped the situation for the Jews 
there ? Would it have enabled the Jews who were forced to come out 
because of the discrimination and the killing and the concentration 
camps—would it have eased the situation for them ? It is a very similar 
situation today in East Bengal. 

Question : Knowing East Bengal as you do, would you believe it to 
have the capability of nationhood, economically primarily, in the even 
they opted for independence and were granted it ? 

Prime Minister : This is a question which we had to face when we 
were fighting for out own independence. We were constantly told that 
the British would very happily give us independence, but India was not 
ready for it. Until you try and do a thing yourself, nobody knows 
whether you are ready or not. And, I think we have certainly shown— 
and so have many others countries—that although one free they make 
mistakes, but they have to make those mistakes and learn through them 
and stand on their feet... 

Question : In keeping with the importance you attach to a candid 
exchange of views between heads of states, wouldn't it be a good idea 
for you to meet with the President of Pakistan ? 

Prime Minister : I have said that it the President of Pakistan would 
like to meet me to discuss the problems which exist between India and 
Pakistan, I would be very glad to do so. But not to discuss the problems 
which are not basically concerned with India, that is, the future of the 
people of East Bengal. Now, that's not an Indian problem; it's a problem 
which concerns the people of East Bengal and their elected 
representatives. 

But there is one more aspect. You can only meet a person if there is a 
two-way trust. I said in London that I may want to shake hands with 
every body. But if there is a clonched fist, well, you just can't shake 
hands with it. And this is the situation. If you have been noticing the sort 
of remarks which the President of Pakistan is making, either about me 
personally or in general it is not an attitude which shows that there could 
be a very friendly conversation. From my side. I am always friendly. I 
have never said a rude word about anybody. (Laughter and applause)... 
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PRIME MINISTER INDIRA GANDHI’S ADDRESS AT THE 
COLUMBIA UNIVERSITY, NEW YORK, NOVEMBER 6,1971 

Following are excerpts from the speech : 

Had I come here just a few months ago and you had asked me what 
are the difficulties, I would have said: "There are no difficulties now. We 
are united. We are sure of our direction. And we are going ahead solving 
our problems one after another". But just a week after our new 
Parliament met and we were still, in the way of all democratic societies, 
congratulating one another on our victory, a terrific new burden fell on 
us. All of you are aware what it is. So I do not want to dwell on it. But I 
would like to point to some questions which arise and which we think 
are very basic questions. We are told today that because our forces and 
those of West Pakistan are facing each other on the borders, there is a 
threat of war. And this is true. But the real problem is not because these 
forces are face to face. The real problem is because of what has 
happened in East Bengal. If today there is peace in East Bengal it would 
not matter if our forces are face to face in the West or in the East. There 
would be no war. But there is this a very serious problem there. And how 
did it arise ? It did not arise because there was insurrection or because 
there was a desire of one part of Pakistan to separate, to secede, to 
become independent. No such voice was raised. There was an election 
held, a free election under the present military leadership of Pakistan. 
The programme for the election was put frankly and openly before the 
people. If the Government of West Pakistan objected to that programme, 
that was the moment to say, "we will not allow the elections, we cannot 
allow your six-points, we do not approve of them". Nothing was said. 
The elections were held and the people of both parts of Pakistan 
overwhelmingly voted for one party the—Awami League. 

I am congratulated on my great majority. But it was nothing 
compared to the majority which Sheikh Mujibur Rahman gained in the 
election in Pakistan. It was a termendous victory for him. And he is not 
an extremist. He was a moderate person. In fact, if I may use the term, he 
used to be called by some others an American stooge at one time. But 
once the elections were won, apparently this came as suprise to the 
GovernmefH of West Pakistan and they wanted to find out ways of 
getting around these results. 



Negotiations were begun. We were not in touch with either Sheikh 
Mujib or his party of East Bengal. We did not know what was 
happening. We read in the papers that there were negotiations. Later, 
much later, in fact only about a week before I stared on this trip, I 
happened to meet somebody who said he was present at the negotiations. 
And, on the 24lh of March, they thought that they were coming to a 
settlement, may be not a satisfactory settlement but still something that 
could be worked out. But this period was in fact used to bring troops 
from West Pakistan, and on the 25th of March a reign of terror was let 
loose. Perhaps you have heard that the biggest concentration, the biggest 
attack, was on the University of Dacca, where a large number of faculty 
and students were killed on the very first night. The entire East Bengali 
population—the civilians, the para-military forces, the East Bengal 
Regiment and the East Pakistani Rifles—changed their allegiance, that 
is, they decided to fight that Pakistani Army. They are the base today of 
the fight of the people of East Bengal. They are the people who are 
training the guerrillas, the young people who are coming across. 

Now, we are asked the question why is India hesitating to allow 
United Nations observers ? We are not really hesitating, because we 
have some observers already. We have United Nations observers on the 
Western frontier who have been there since many years and we have 
about ten people from the United Nations High Commission for Relief 
of Refugees on the eastern border. Ours is a very open society — 
anybody who comes, any of you, any of the diplomates who are there, 
the Press, parliamentary delegations from Europe, from Latin America, 
from Asia, from New Zealand, the Arab countries, the Scandinavian 
countries, all these people have been to our camps; they have been to the 
border and many of them have crossed over and been to East Bengal. 
Every one of them, without exception, has given one story, which is of 
the very great misery and the utterly chaotic conditons which exist there. 
Now, in these conditions we are told that there is an attempt to have a 
civilian government by declaring some seats vacant which are not 
vacant. The people who were legally, constitutionally, elected are still 
there, but their seats have been declared vacant and I am told that 55 
people have been declared elected unopposed. Now in the present 
conditions they can have the whole Parliament declared unopposed, 
because it is surely not possible for anybody to vote. 

If United Nations observers go, what do they hope to achieve If 
they go with the intention of really bringing about peace in East Bengal, 
they are very welcome on our side ; on any side they want to go, we will 
facilitate their going there. But this is not what they want to do. They 
want to say, "what is happening in East Bengal is an internal problem of 
Pakistan—we will only want to see what is happening at the border". 



What is happening at the border cannot be divorced from v^^hat is 
happening inside East Bengal. You cannot say, "we will go and try and 
prevent the guerrillas, but not prevent the army killing the people". I 
cannot even mention to you what is happening to some of the women 
there. The U.N. observers are not going to interfere with those things, 
but they do want to interfere with what the freedom-fighters are doing. 

You may ask, "is India interfering in this by giving some support ?" I 
can tell you that the people of East Bengal are not very happy with what 
we are doing for them. They think, and I agree with them, we are doing 
far too little. And what we are doing is something that we cannot help 
doing. We cannot stop people going across the border either from the 
other side to our side or from our side across back to East Pakistan. Had 
we been able to do this, we would certainly have taken measures to stop 
these millions of refugees from coming. Initially the reaction was, "they 
are in great trouble, let us allow them in". But very soon the problems 
for us grew really beyond our control and thus are creating an extremely 
difficult situation. 

The people of America have shown generosity. As I came here, I 
was given a cheque. I have been given cheques by school children in 
different countries by poor people, all kinds of people, and we are 
grateful for that help. But the major problem is not a financial one. We 
are poor, we cannot afford these millions of people. But because we are 
poor, because we have known how to live without food, without 
necessities, we can put up with any difficulty. We can look after any 
number of people, of course with great discomfort to them and to us, and 
may be some people will die also. Nevertheless, we can survive this 
problem. What is difficult to survive are the political consequences, the 
social tensions, the difficulty of the administration, and last but most 
important the real threat to our independence, to our stability, to our 
integrity. Because with the refugees are coming people who are not 
genuine refugees. We are having sabotage. Our trains have been blown 
up, and all kinds of other things have happened. 

So, India today is facing a real threat. We had reached a point in 
economic growth, in social stability, this was not an easy task; it was 
achieved against very great adds. We had help from many countries, 
including the United States, but it has been a very very small part of the 
major endeavour. The major brunt of the problems—whether it is of the 
refugees today or whether it is the problem of our own people, has been 
borne by the Indian people themselves. If there is progress, it is because 
the Indian people have put in the effort, put in the sacrifice that was 
needed to go ahead. 



So, just when we come to a stage where we think we can go ahead 
much more easily, much faster, we suddenly have the problems of 
another country. There are not our problems. This other country has 
pushed across the border people who did not vote for their Government, 
but voted for the regime they wanted. There is no other crime which 
these people have committed because the cry for independence arose 
after Sheikh Mujib was arrested, and not before. He himself, so far as I 
know, has not asked for independence, even now. But after he was 
arrested, after there was this tremendous massacre, it was understandable 
that the rest of the people should say: "After this, how can we live 
together ? We have to be separate." 

This is the situation. We have no animosity towards Pakistan even 
though they have campaigns of "Crush India", "Conquer India". They 
observed a Day or a Week and they had these strickers on their cars. We 
never had anything like this, and we never shall. We have not had 
anything against even China. China has attacked us, Pakistan has 
attacked us. On our side, we have always said we want friendship. On 
our side, we have always taken unilateral steps which we thought would 
lead to a normalisation of relations. But there has been no response 
forthcoming. 

We do not mind if there is no response. But we do think that the limit 
of our endurance has been reached when they think they can just put 
their troubles on to us. Here was a problem they were facing—that their 
people had voted against the Government. So what do you do ? You send 
them across the frontier. At one stroke, you get rid of your enemies, you 
get rid of population, and you weaken India, which you want to weaken. 
This is something which India just cannot tolerate. May be, I could 
tolerate. But with all my majority in Parliament, it is not a dictatorship. I 
have to carry not only my party, I have to carry, in a serious situation, all 
the other parties of India. And we feel that it is not just the question of 
India, because we believe that if peace is threatened in India, if stability 
is threatened in India, there cannot be peace and stability in any part of 
Pakistan. They can have all the armies of the world, whether they have 
from China or the U.S.A. or any other country. They cannot bring peace 
if there is instability in the major part of the sub-continent. 

Today, by some countries wanting to support the prestige of one 
man, they are threatening peace in the entire sub-continent. I do not 
personally think that they can save Pakistan, or keep it united, or keep it 
strong by supporting a person who is not an elected person, who is a 
military dictator. This is what which we have fought, for which so many 
of our people have given their lives. These are the values which are 
being attacked. 



And if they are attacked next door to us, what guarantee have we that 
they can survive in our country and they cannot be attacked there ? This 
is what bothers us. It is not important who is to blame, though I think 
Pakistan is to blame, but I do not want to score a debating point. What is 
important is: How can we now have peace ? You cannot have peace 
just by saying that the trops should move. You can only have peace if the 
basic problem which has arisen is solved. And the basic problem is not 
in the West, were the troops aie facing each other, but in the East. 

Since I have mentioned troops, I would like to say one word more, 
and that is that Pakistan moved its troops about a week or ten days 
before we did anything. And the United Nations observer, who was 
there, took up this question with them. They said, "this is nothing 
serious, this is just ordinary training exercise". It is very strange indeed 
tha you have these exercose and you keep your troops posted, not for a 
day or two days, but over a week. And ten days passed without any 
action from the United Nations or anybody else. Then we said, "these 
people may attack and in order to defend ourselves we must move up 
our troops". Already twice, or three times if you include China, we have 
been invaded and been found unprepared. No government can last in a 
country if the people feel that is not going to defend the country or 
defend security. 

We waited patiently hoping that something would be done, some 
way would be found. But nobody was bothered. Not a word was said 
while these troops were on our borders facing us. It was only when our 
troops went in, that suddenly the world's concern came up: "Oh, the two 
troops are facing each other". 

It is true that war is a dreadful thing. I have lived through the last 
war in London during the worst part of the blitz. And I know that wars 
now are much worse. I know what happens to the civilian population. 
Never would anybody want war for their people. And certainly India 
will do nothing to provoke a war or conflict. But India is determined to 
safeguard her interests. India is determined to keep her freedom intact. 
India is united as never before, and India feels so strongly about these 
basic things whether it is freedom, whether it is democracy. It is a whole 
way of life with us. It is not a dogma, is not an 'ism' that we follow. It is 
a way of life which has kept our nation alive for thirty centuries. And we 
are not going to have it attacked because it suits somebody or other, or 
does not suit somebody or other. We want help, we want support, we 
welcome sympathy. But basically, in the world, every individual 
ultimately is alone and every nation is ultimately alone. And India is 
prepared to fi^ht alone for what it thinks worth flghting for.... 
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PRIME MINISTER INDIRA GANDHI’S INTERVIEW TO N.B.C. 
TELEVISION (U.S.A.) PROGRAMME 'MEET THE PRESS', 
BROADCAST ON NOVEMBER 7,1971 

Moderator : Lawrence E. Spivak 

PANEL : A. M. Rosenthal (The New York Times) 

Selig Harison (The Washington Post) 

Darius Jhabvala (The Bosten Globe) 

Pauline Frederick (N.B.C. News) 

Mr. Spivak : Our guest on Meet the Press is the Prime Minister of 
India, Mrs. Indira Gandhi, who is in this country on an official visit. 

Miss Frederick : Madam Prime Minister, when you went to 
Washington you said you were searching for deeper understanding of the 
situation in your part of the world. Did you find that deeper 
understanding, particularly among American officials ? 

Prime Minister : I would say there is a greater understanding since I 
have come than there was perhaps before I came, of the situation which 
exists in India which, as you know, is a pretty serious one. 

Miss Frederick : You speak of a greater understanding which 
doesn't quite extan to 'deeper', I gather. What was it specifically you 
wanted from the Under States to demonstrate that deeper understanding 
that you sought ? 

Prime Minister : The situation is so complex that it is very difficult 
to say what any particular country or government or person can do. We 
can only say that we can give our assessment of what is happening and 
we see it as a real threat to Indian democracy and Indian stability. And 
we in India feel that if what we have gained over the years in order to 
make this ancient country a modern one and make it stronger in every 
way, if that is jeopardized even to a small extent the consequences to 
world peace will be great. 

Miss Frederick : You speak of this threat to India democracy, 
consequences to world peace; the situation is very serious which 
emphasizes what we have been reading about in the press. Do you mean 
to say the United States offers you netling to try to avert such a 




catastrophe which could only redound to this country, or that United 
States suggests some plan of action which you felt you could not 
accept ? 

Prime Minister : No plan of action has been suggested to us. I 
think that there is a sincere attempt to try and solve it, but I don't know 
whether there is, you know, full understanding of the situation in the 
sense that in the Western countries—not only the U. S. but the entire 
West—there is an effort always to equate India and Pakistan. Now, 
whether this will help Pakistan or not I can't say. 

Mr. Rosenthal: Mad: m Prime Minister, I think the biggest question 
on anybody's mind is the danger of war between India and Pakistan. 
What is your assessment about how close the danger is, now ? 

Prime Minster : It is very difficult to say. We hve been drawing the 
world's attention to this question, because we knew that it might escalate 
to this when the refugees stated pouring in and really chaotic conditions 
began in East Bengal. 

Now of course, the threat is not merely in the East, but the armies are 
drawn up facing each other on our Western borders as well. 

India has always been against war, and we feel deeply on the subject 
of world peace. We have stood for total disarmament in all world 
forums, but we just don't know what to do in these circumstances. The 
Pakistan Army was brought up on the Western border a full week or ten 
days before we made any move. But we found that did not agitate the 
world conscience, and the reply the Pakistanis gave to the U.N. observer 
who drew their attention to this move was that they were merely doing 
exercises, or for training purposes. 

Now, obviously this was not a very believable reply, and therefore 
we were forced to move up our troops also, and this is where the 
situation is today. 

Mr. Rosenthal : Well, if you have troops on either side in such 
power, very often there is a danger of an accidental war, a war the people 
don't really plan. There are some people who feel that it would be 
beneficial in avoiding accidental war to have more U. N. observers of 
some kind on either side. I know you haven't been enthusiastic about 
this and I wonder if you would tell us why. 

Prime Minister ; Now, there are two parts of the question, because 
these are U. N. observers on the western border under the cease-fire 
agreement with Pakistan over Kashmir you know, so I don’t think the 
proposal, today, is to have more U. N. observers on that frontier. The 
proposal is to have them on the eastern border. Now there also we have 



about ten observers or representatives of the United Nations High 
Commissioner for Refugees, and Mr. Sadruddin, who is the 
Commissioner for this, has either arrived in India or is due to arrive in a 
day or two. We don't object to more people because you know we have a 
very open society — some people think too open. Your press 
correspondents radio people, television people, have been on the border 
in the camps, accross the border so have newspaper people, 
parliamentary delegations, diplomats from many different countries of 
Asia, Europe and Americas been to this area; so we are not hiding 
anything. But we do feel strongly that at this moment no useful purpose 
will be served by more people going. Ten are already there as I told you. 

The first step is to have more peaceful conditons within East Bengal 
which would prevent a further influx of refugees, because more refugees 
are coming in every single day. So that is the first step. Now, to say they 
are going to watch the situation from our side of the border, we honestly 
don't see what purpose can be saved, and the harm that is done is that the 
people's attention of the world is diverted from the real basic issues 
involved to merely requests—and they try to show it is an Indo-Pak 
dispute, which it isn't. The dispute is between the military regime of 
West Pakistan and the people and elected representatives of East Bengal. 
India comes in because of the influx of the refugees, the acts of sabotage 
which are taking place on our side by people who have come in either 
disguised as refugees or in some other way, and as I said, we believe 
there is real danger to us. 

Mr. Harrison : Madam Prime Minister, last April, in our interview 
in New Delhi you made the statement that the demand for independence 
currently being made by the East Pakistan government would not have 
arisen if President Yahya Khan of Pakistan had made more concessions 
in the negotiations before the fighting started there, and you seem to 
have the idea that some sort of a loose connection between the two 
wings of Pakistan might still be possible and some political settlement 
based on autonomy for East Bengal might be possible. 

Doy you feel that now a political settlement is still possible or is full 
independence achieved through guerrilla war the only answer ? 

Prime Minister : Anything is possible which is accepted by the 
people of East Bengal. I don't think we have a right to say that they 
should accept something or not. It is their country, it is their movement, 
and they must take the final decision. 

Mr. Harrison : How long do you think it would take them to win 
their independence militarily if the United States were not to give further 
military or economic aid to West Pakistan ? 



Prime Minister : I don't think it is possible to give a date, but from 
the news we get, the guerrilla activities are being stepped up, and not at 
all near our borders, but in the heart of the most fortified, the most 
strongly guarded of the cities of East Bengal, such as the capital city of 
Dacca for instance. 

Mr. Jhabvala : Madam Prime Minister, there is a lingering 
suspicion in this country and elsewhere that India is engaged in a 
diabolical scheme to weaken and ultimately decimate Pakistan. Now, 
apart from the assistance and the shelter that has been given to the 
refugees, can you cite some specific gestures or actions taken by your 
government to dispel that suspicion ? 

Prime Minister : Now, this is something which the Government of 
Pakistan has been saying from the every beginning, all these 24 years. 
But what has been the actual experience ? It is that it was Pakistan who 
was training our tribal people whether the Mizos or the Nagas, arming 
them. It is Pakistan who sent thousands of infiltrators into Kashmir 
which provoked the conflict in that year. And you have only to see the 
speeches now made on radio and other means which are very threatening 
and provocative. India has made no such declaration, and I can assure 
you that the Government of India, and I would say the majority of the 
people of India, have no such desire. We are not against Pakistan and we 
have only the friendiest of feelings for the people of Pakistan and we 
think it is tragic that Pakistan should feel it necessary for their unity and 
survival to imagine a constant confrontation with India. 

Mr. Jhabvala ; Madam Prime Minister, you have just said that you 
think there is a greater understanding now within the Nixon 
Administration about the situation in the sub-continent. But what would 
be the reaction of India if this greater understanding is not translated into 
some concrete meaningful action, as has been suggested by you ? 

Prime Minister : We are a very balanced people, Mr. Jhabvala, you 
have noticed that we have had conflicts with people—for instance, 
China—but we have remained very restrained and balanced, and we 
have stuck to our basic policy. We shall be unhappy if the U. S. does 
anything which is what we consider against Indian interests, but we shall 
not lose our heads over it. 

Mr. Spivak : Madam Prime Minister, obviously you think there is a 
solution to this very serious problem, and we seem unable to find the 
solution and the U. N. seems unable to find the solution. What is the 
solution that ypu propose ? 

Prime Minister : The solution which we had proposed earlier, and I 



think is the only valid one today, is that some talks should be held with 
the acknowledged leader of the people of East Bengal, who is Sheikh 
Mujibur Rahman, and we must remember that he was—you know while 
I have been here references have been made to tremendous victory, 
majority, that I won in the last election in Inida. But if I may say so. 
Sheikh Mujib's majority was even greater than mine, and his elections 
were held in far more adverse conditions, that is, under the present 
military regime. His programme for the elections, his campaign, was put 
squarely and honestly before the Government and the people, and it is on 
the basis of that he won this tremendous victory. 

Now, you suddenly say that, well you know, he is a traitor. He did 
not ask for independence, by the way. It was just limited autonomy, trade 
with India and some points like that. The Government of Pakistan in its 
wisdom, or unwisdom, whichever you would like to call it, arrested him, 
declared him a traitor. And they are trying to hold re-elections for the 
seats where the member still exist. They are there. And what has 
shocked us is that, I think, about 55 people have been declared elected, 
unopposed, to these very seats where a fair and free election was held; it 
seems a strange thing to have an election and then send out, force people 
who were elected against you out of the country. It is a diabolical—that 
is the word which one of your colleagues used—way of solving your 
problems, just sending those who are opposed to one out of the country. 

Mr. Spivak : And, are we to understand from what you say that you 
consider that the only solution to the problem ? 

Prime Minister : Yes, because how else will you know what they 
will accept and if they don't accept a solution, whether I think it is right 
or you think it is right the conflict will continue, because the conflict is 
their's the movement, the struggle, is theirs. 

Mr. Spivak : But isn't that an internal problem, though ? 

Prime Minister : We have said it is an internal problem, but it is 
overflowing into India. It is affecting our economy. Not is, but has. It is 
creating political, social tension, and as I said, the most serious of all is 
we think our security is threatened. 

Miss Frederick : Madam Prime Minister, many people wonder why, 
when the situation is so tense and there is a threat of a major war there, 
India has not been willing to accept the good offices of someone like U 
That or anybody else, or negotiate directly with President Yahya Khan ? 

Prime Minister : We are not negotiating directly for the very simple 
reason that the problem is not one between India and Pakistan; it is 
between the military regime of Pakistan and the people of East Bengal, 



the elected leaders, representatives of those people. So far as U Thant is 
concerned, he is always welcome, but were should be clear as to what 
can be achieved, what the U. N. wants to achieve. It was we who drew 
his attention to this question first, and we were not able to move anybody 
here. Now they want to come on what seems to us President Yahya 
Khan's terms. 

Miss Frederick : But if the situation continues, there is some fear, 
and perhaps you even share it, that the big powers could become 
involved. India has made its first defence pact with the Soviet Union. 
Pakistan, the political leader of Pakistan, Bhutto, has just gone to 
Peking, obviously to get some help because President Yahya has siad 
that he can turn to Peking. Now, what is going to happen here ? Are the 
big powers ? going to become involved, or is there some way to avoid a 
clash among the big powers ? Did President Nixon say that he would 
take this up in Peking and Moscow when he visits those two capitals ? 

Prime Minister : I don't think that such a definite statement was 
made, but he did say that he was very anxious that a conflict should be 
avoided and that other people shouldn't be involved. We, as I said earlier, 
are against the whole concept of war, and we would not like to do 
anything which would provoke a war. But to any country, something is 
always more important. We have fought for many years for our freedom 
and we are not going to see that fieedom threatened by no matter who. 
We have not signed a defence pact with the Soviet Union. It is merely a 
Treaty of Friendship, Co-operation and Peace. We can have discussions 
with them, but it is not a military treaty in any sense of the word. 

Miss Frederick : Madam Prime Minister, how do you then account 
for Article 9, which says in the event of Threat to either country there 
would be consultation on the kind of measures to be taken ? Isn't that a 
defence treaty ? 

Prime Minister : It is not a defence treaty in the sense, well, that 
immediately it is decided that we will have military help from them or 
not, and whatever we are now—what we have got from them are all in 
the normal course, which we would have got—taken from any country 
and which have been agreed to earlier. We certainly hope that should we 
be in trouble not only the Soviet Union but other countries will also like 
to help us. 

Mr. Rosenthal : You made a reference to China a moment ago. 
Madam Prime Minister. Although your country does not want war, the 
fact is that ten years ago you had a war—about ten years ago—with 
China and suffered, I believe, a rather had defeat. Are you still 



concerned about the Chinese military presence ? Do you feel that this 
represents a continuning threat to India ? 

Prime Minister : I think the Chinese attiude towards the world has 
changed, and I personally feel that they may not now want to be 
involved in any such conflict. But of course it is very difficult to 
prophecy so far as they are concerned. 

Mr. Rosenthal : Has that lessened your military problems do you 
feel you have to keep a lesser, or less powerful watch in the areas ? 

Prime Minister : I think we have to keep a very vigilant attitude on 
all our frontiers. 

Mr. Harison : Madam Prime Minister, you have been accused of 
applying a divided standard toward the Pakistan problem and the 
problem of Kashmir. On the one hand that accusation has been made by 
the Kashmir political leader Sheikh Abdullah. On the one hand he says 
you criticize Pakistan for keeping the Bengali leaders in prison, such as 
Sheikh Mujibur Rahman. On the other hand you have restricted the 
movements of Sheikh Abdullah. He hasn't been permitted to go to 
Kashmir for the past nine months, and he wasn't permitted to take part in 
the elections in Kashmir. Why are you restricting his movements ? 

Prime Minister : Firstly I wonder whether you see no difference 
between the sort of massacre, the suppression of democratic rights, the 
rape of women, the killing of the students, university faculty, the driving 
out of millions of citizens of East Bengal onto our territory, do you see 
no difference between that and a very peaceful Kashmir, where today 
there is free education, there is progress in every field, and there is an 
elected government. 

It is true that we have some restrictions on Sheikh Abdullah, but he 
is a free man. He can go anywhere he likes except to Kashmir, and that 
is because it is peaceful there and naturally at the moment—which is 
politically so sensitive now with the present security problems and so on, 
we can't risk any kind of, you know, somebody trying to make trouble 
there. 

Mr. Jhabvala : I would like to come back. Madam Prime Ministers, 
to an answer you just gave to Miss Frederick's question. If the U.S. does 
halt all military supplies and economic assistance to Pakistan, what 
would be the immediate consequences in the context of the political 
solution that you believe might be helpful ? 

Prime Minister : You mean if they don't urge talks with Sheikh 
Mujib or some elected representative ? 



Mr. Jhabvala : Well, no. What I mean is if there is no military aid 
given to Pakistan, what would be the solution in terms of the solution ? 
Do you think it would force President Yahya Khan to move into talks 
with Sheikh Mujib ? 

Prime Minister : Well, I certainly think that the U. S. and some of 
the other big powers are in a position to persuade the leaders of West 
Pakistan to talk to some of the People concerned with this problem in the 
East. 

Mr. Spivak : Madam Prime Minister, the charge has been made in 
this country, by our press at least, that India gives sanctuary and arms 
and training to the liberation forces and has even provided artillery and 
mortar fire for the Bengali guerrillas. What is the charge and what is 
your answer to that charge ? 

Prime Minister ; Well, quite frankly, we do support the people of 
East Bengal in their struggle. As I have said earlier, they did not ask for 
independence or secession. They function in a democratic way and they 
were asked to function, they were asked to vote honestly and openly and 
this is what they did, and now they are being punished for that. Even 
then we have not interfered, until this movement of guerrillas grew on its 
own. Perhaps you know that it is based on the para-military forces 
belonging to East Bengal, that is, the East Bengal Rifles and the East 
Pakistan Regiment. This is the basis of the movement. Today, it is they 
who are training the young people and so on. They may be coming into 
India territory. I think they do sometimes, but they are not entirely based 
in India. The guerrila activities are all over East Bengal quite far from 
the Indian border. Obviously, they have the most tremondous and single- 
minded support of the entire people of East Bengal in spite of the 
retaliation on these villages by the army. 

Mr. Spivak : Thank you. Madam Prime Minister, for being with us 
today on MEET THE PRESS. 
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PRIME MINISTER INDIRA GANDHI’S SPEECH AT A STATE 
LUNCHEON, PARIS —NOVEMBER 8,1971 

I am touched by your kind words and I thank you—and through you, 
France—for the hospitality and friendiness. A year ago, I came in haste 
and in sorrow to attend the memorial service for General de Gaulle. He 
was a man great stature, who embodied the honour of France at a time of 
trial. We in India respect and salute him. 

We all have deep feelings for France. France, like India, is more than 
a country—it is an idea. Throughout history, your nation and mine have 
known triumphs and tragedies, but have always tried to maintain certain 
values of civilisation. In the last few centuries, the world owes much to 
the creative spirit of the French people—in art and science, philosophy 
and literature and politics. France has taught us that liberty is the goal 
and condition of man's life, and law and logic the means to progress. 
Nowhere are the issues of man's fate more poignantly and passionately 
discussed than in your country. France has not been content to seek its 
glory at the cost of the good of man. 

The achievement of Indian civilisation is its persistence over thirty 
centuries. This survival has been possible because of tolerance, the 
power of assimilation and the belief that the values of life are more 
important than power and position. 

After many vicissitudes, we are once again in the mainstream of 
history. We are engaged in overcoming the stagnancy perpetuated by 
years of feudalism and colonial rule when we were deprived of 
industrial, technological and social change. The results achieved in a 
democratic society may appear less impressive than those of a controlled 
society because of voices of dissent and discontent, and the absence of 
organised propaganda. Yet we believe that democracy is the surer and 
more effective method, for it gives strength to the people. 

Freedom arouses expectations, and democracy encourages 
competition. The first gains in development have produced new tensions. 
People sometimes take advantage of smaller loyalties to region and 
religion which abound in a vast and varied country such as ours. We are 
trying to lessen the disparties between different sections and to give 
greater opportunities to the small man. We have many minorities. They 
enjoy full rights as minorities and as citizens. 

We would certainly like our society to benefit from technology, but 
we do not want to be imprisoned by technological structures. We have 



no wish to re-enact the experiences of the West. Our national personality 
must evolve in its own way. Increasing material affluence does not seem 
to have satisfled man's deepest yearnings. Society must be imbued with 
the values which will enable man to find fulfilment and to enjoy his 
world. 

This is the principle which has been guiding our endeavours. It is not 
easy to transform the old order without revolution, or to mould a diverse 
people into a modern nation on a rational basis without recourse to 
compulsion. The task is too vast to attempt superficial unity which 
comes of fanatic appeal to religion or dogma. In this quarter of a century, 
a rational democratic process has been established. 

We have always viewed Indian problems in the larger perspective of 
international peace. To us, the Cold War seemed to be distracting 
attention from the major problems of the world and encouraging 
confrontation rather than co-operation. It was inevitable that the 
assumption of the Cold War could not pass the test our line. We welcome 
the detente in Europe. We are glad that China has at long last been 
admitted into the U. N. and that the United States and China are 
beginning a dialogue. In this period, France has displayed foresight and 
statesmanship of the highest order. 

Thus, there was every reason to expect evolution towards a peaceful 
world and, naturally, of India. Our last general elections created the 
conditions of political stability which would enable more rapid 
economic advance. 

However, within a week of the formation of the new government, 
without warning and without volition on our part, a tremendous new 
burden fell upon us. Over 9 million people of East Bengal—more or less 
equal to the population of Belgium or Austria—terrorised and 
persecuted by the military rulers of Pakistan, have been pushed inside 
our territory, jeopardising our normal life and our plans for the future. 
Should the world not take note of this new kind of aggression ? This is 
not a civil war in the normal sense of the world. It is genocidal 
punishment of civilians for having voted democratically. It is cynical use 
of helpless human beings as a weapon against a neighbour nation. 
Loyalty cannot be commanded by force. The spirit of man, his yearning 
for freedom and human dignity cannot be extinguished by repression. 

We in India have shown the greatest self-restraint. But there is no 
doubt that our stability and security are threatened. Indeed we feel the 
threat is to the peace of the entire region. The basic cause of this crisis 
must be remedied. A political solution must be found, and to be 
effective, it must be acceptable to the elected representatives of the 
people of Bangladesh... 
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WORLD UNDERSTANDS BANGLADESH CRISIS BETTER NOW 

—Mrs. Gandhi 

(From our Political Correspondent) 

New Delhi. Nov. 13—On return from her Three-week tour abroad, 
Mrs. Gandhi said here this Morning that while she was "On the whole" 
satisfied with her talks with world leaders, she could not say how 
effective any intervention by them would be in resolving the Bangladesh 
issue without a war. Shortly after touching down at Palam, the Prime 
Minister told Reporters that the world, including the USA had a better 
appreciation of the seriousness of the crisis in the sub-continent. 

The question of a war between India and Pakistan, she said, was 
exercising the minds of the world leaders just as it was exercising her 
own. She had been kept informed of the border situation but a fresh 
assessment would have to depend on a discussion with her colleagues. 

Mrs. Gandhi disagreed with foreign Press comments that there had 
been no meeting ground between her and President Nixon. This 
conclusion was not entirely correct. Significantly, however, the Prime 
Minister added that she was not very clear on whether the U.S. embargo 
on arms sales would apply also to third party sales of American arms. 
She was also uncertain of how to interpret Press reports of the U. S. 
Secretary of State Mr. William Roger's statement that the USA would 
keep out of an Indo-Pakistani conflict. 

About Chinese intention. She said both the Press and herself had to 
depend on published material. She felt that there was a shift in Chinese 
attitudes. This was being reflected in Press reports and some other recent 
"happenings". She gave the impression that Mr. Bhutto's mission had not 
achieved much. 

A question by a foreign correspondent about the possibility of a 
compromise on the refugee problem irked the Prime Minister. The 
questioner suggested that because most of the refugees were Hindus 
India could accept them. Raising her voice Mrs. Gandhi said there was 
no reason why any country ought to accept foreign nationals who had 
not left their country of their own accord but had been pushed out 
merely because they had voted it, a democratic and constitutional 




manner. Besides India was a secular country and "we make no 
distinction between people of different religions." 

While she could not gather any information about the fate of Sheikh 
Mujibur Rahman, Mrs. Gandhi, asserted that it was unlikely that Awami 
League leaders would agree to talks with the military regime without 
him assuming that General Yahya Khan had in fact suggested such talks. 
Only elected leaders could accept or reject a solution. Asked how long it 
would take the world community or India or Pakistan to bring about a 
political solution. Mrs. Gandhi said one cannot set precise dates on such 
issues. 

She had agreed with Chancellor Brandt that he or other world 
leaders—either individually or collectively—could try to in Press in the 
Pakistan military rulers the likely consequences in the absence of a 
political solution. She had emphasized, that there could be a political 
solution only if it was acceptable by the people of Bangladesh. No thing 
else would be lasting. 

She had not discussed any procedural arrangements for the return of 
the refugees. It was true that she had referred in some of her utterances 
abroad to the seriousness of the situation in the eastern region. Basically 
what was happening on the western borders was not affecting the East 
Bengal situation. Unless the Bangladesh problem was solved, tension 
would persist. 

President Giri and Mrs. Gandhi's Cabinet colleagues were present at 
the airport to greet her. There was a large turn-out of members of the 
diplomatic corps and Parliament. Apart from the large crowd which 
cheered her at Ae airport she was received enthusiastically be crowds at 
the wayside during her drive to her residence. 
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PRIME MINISTER INDIRA GANDHI'S INTERVIEW TO NEWS¬ 
WEEK MAGAZINE, NOVEMBER 15,1971 

On War with Pakistan 

For a long time, even though there were very provocative and 
threatening actions and speeches by the President of Pakistan, India did 
not do anything. Now, when we feel that we are being threatened, we 
simply can't leave our border undefended. I don't know any country in 
the world that would say, "We will leave our border undefended"... What 
should we do when this is happening on our border ? Do we just sit 
quietly and say, "Do whatever you like, even if its consequences to us 
are so great ?"... This I would say : by and large, the Indian people don't 
want war. We do have vocal elements who have been wanting war, 
certain extremist parties who have been wanting war. But we don't have 
among the people an anti-Pakistan movement as (Pakistan has) a hate- 
India movement I sincerely hope that there will not be a war, and I am 
doing everything possible to keep it from happening... The threat of war 
is considerably lesss since we moved our troops to the border of West 
Pakistan. But, of course, as the situation heals up in the east, that is 
where the threat is. We feel every day the danger to eastern India is 
increasing. 

On supporting the Bangalis 

Only when the refugees started coming... can you say that India had 
a hand in the Pakistan crisis. Only after all (the Pakistani Army terror) 
can you say, "Well, may be some of the guerrillas do come over from 
India"... Some of the training may be taking place on our side, but 
certainly not all of it. Even now the guerrillas are not dependent on 
India. As you know, the majority of the guerrillas are the para-military 
forces of East Bengal... And they're the ones who are training new 
people... What the Bengalis consider to be the spirit of their people has 
been very deeply wounded. And while that spirit is there, the Pakistani. 
Pakistani Army will have to kill all the 75 million people in East Bengal 

before they can have control over them.India can only prevent such a 

massacre in small and indirect ways. And I have absolutely no hesitation 
in saying that if I were placed in a situation like the Bengalis," I certainly 






would fight. After all, we did fight the British and we have encouraged 
independence struggles all over the world. 

On the Bengali Refugees 

Taking care of the refugees means cutting a lot of our programmes, it 
means a certain austerity in living, cutting government spending and re¬ 
orienting various schemes and programmes... It is indeed a very, very 
heavy (burden). I don't think it will cripple our economy, we won't go 
under with it... But the major danger is not this burden, which is heavy 
enough. It is the social and political tensions which are growing out of 
this problem. And, we feel that there is even a very real threat to our 
security. 

On the breakup of Pakistan 

I don't think any country in its right mind would want its neighbour 
to disintegrate. We have enough problems of our own without having a 
weak neighbour; it's not a healthy situation.... (But) it is our assessment 
that East Bengal cannot remain united with Pakistan ever again in the 
same way it has been. 

On Soviet aid to India 

I've never asked for help at any age. Not even as a small child did I 
ask any person, "Will you do this for me or will you give me this"? I 
have not asked the Soviet Union for help. I have explained to them as I 
have to other countries what the situation is. Now, it is up to the Soviet 
Union and other countries—to decide : is the stability of India important 
to our region or not? .... We certainly welcome help from whatever 
quarter it will come. We welcome support, we welcome sympathy. But I 
have always stood on my own two feet and I want India always to stand 
on its feet. We don't want to be dependent on any country in the world. 

On Yahya Khan 

(He is) one man who could not get elected in his own country if 
there were a fair election. I would say he would not even get elected in 
province if there were a fair election... (Asked to reply to a statement by 
President Yahya in last week's Newsweek interview, Mrs. Gandhi noted 
that Yahya had referred to her as "that woman"). That woman ! I'm not 
concerned with the remark, but it shows the mentality of the person. I 
mean, how well has he judged his own capacity to deal with East 
Pakistan ? If he can't judge a very small section of what was his own 
country, what weight has his judgement on India ? What does he know 
about it ? It's a world which is quite outside his ken. 



_ 

PRIME MINISTER INDIRA GANDHI’S SPEECH IN BEETHOVEN 
HALL, BONN, NOVEMBER 21,1971. 

Following are excerpts from the speech : 

....When we thought that the path was cleared-and after the 
elections, as you all know, we were busy congratulating one another, 
patting each other on the back, suddenly a new burden, without any 
warning, without any fault of our own descended upon us, and that is the 
crisis which took place across our borders. Now, normally, I do not like 
speaking about other countries, but in order that you may understand the 
situation, I would like to say something. When there was the 
independence struggle in the Indian sub-continent, the movement or the 
struggle was all over the sub-continent, even in that part which is now 
Pakistan. But when independence was achieved, the country was 
divided; we accepted that division, unhappily perhaps, but we accepted 
it, and we have not by any word or deed done anything to change that 
situation. In India, those who have fought for freedom stood for 
elections and have formed the government; but on the other side those 
who had fought for freedom remained in the prison, by and large, and 
the Government was formed by those who had collaborated with the 
foreign rulers, either in the military or in their civil service. This was a 
major difference between the Governments of the two countries, and this 
is what has made it so difficult for us to see alike. 

India was twice attacked by Pakitan, and today there is a danger of 
war. We have done, and we will continue to do, nothing which will 
provoke a war, but the conditions are very war-like even today because 
our troops are facing each other on the border. I was asked this question 
a little while ago on TV : Why is it that India is not willing to withdraw 
her troops when this proposal has been made ? It was India which 
approached the United Nations when the crisis first began brewing. 

You know, just as we had elections in India, there were elections in 
Pakistan after a very very long time, because the people were getting 
tired of military rule and there was a general demand for elections. In 
Pakistan, Sheikh Mujibur Rahman, the leader of the Awami League 
Party, got a majority that was even much bigger than my majority in 
India. Almost to a man, the people in East Bengal—man or woman— 
voted for him. But whereas in India it was a logical conclusion—you 
win an election, you form the Government on the other side this did not 




happen. The six-point programme was not a new programme, it was the 
programme which Sheikh Mujibur Rahman had put before the people 
before the elections. This was has election campaign, his election 
programme. And if anybody had any objection, whether the leaders or 
anybody else, the time to raise the objections was before the elections. 
They should have said we cannot have elections on the basis of this six- 
point programme. But nobody said anything. It was when the elections 
were won by such a big majority that this was raised; "that this means far 
too much autonomy than we are prepared to give". And negotiations 
began. We though, and the people of East Bengal though, that this was a 
genuine attempt to come to an understanding; but the time was used for 
bringing across more troops from West Pakistan by sea, and when they 
thought that there were sufficient troops to deal with the population, on 
the 24th March, I am told by a leader of East Pakistan, who says he was, 
if not in the same room, at least in the same house where talks were 
being held—that they tought that things were going on well and that 
they were approaching a solution and an agreement. The very next day, a 
reign of terror, of massacre, and all that goes with it, was unleashed, and 
this resulted in millions of refugees — the number is now over 9 
million—it is the population of Belgium or Austria—who are now 
sitting on Indian soil in the greatest of discomfort, in the greatest of 
misery, in very inadequate camps. 

Now, even if in a rich country 9 million people were to come 
suddenly, not a few at a time, but very suddenly in a few weeks, they 
would not be able to manage the situation. So you can imagine that India 
being one of the poorest countries, with very limited resources, and in 
this situation we have 9 million people. You can imagine the pressure on 
supplies, on the administration, on the resources, on money, on every 
possible thing. Most of the refugees have come into four States of India 
in the Easter region, and in one of them, Tripura, there is hardly room to 
put a person now. They are occupying the schools and the colleges and 
parks, every possible public building. In the beginning, the people were 
very sympathetic. Now the parents say : 'well, we are sympathetic but 
what about our children ? When will the schools open ? Are they going 
to miss years of their education ?' So, all administrative work in some of 
these States in at a standstill. Every official is busy looking after the 
camps. 

The economic burden is tremendous, the administrative problems, 
are there, but even more so are the social and political problems which 
have arisen. We have organised trade unions. There is a recognised rate. 
Now, the refugees can't —we are trying to keep them in the camps, but 
because the number is so large, and many of them don't come to camps 



at all they offer their services at a much lower rate. Now, immediately 
there is trouble, because the labour unions say 'well, this is our rate and 
you cannot employ'. But we have people who was to take advantage of 
such a situation, an so we have great social tensions. I am just giving one 
example to show the type of problems that can arise; but more serious 
than all of this is the threat to India's stability; because amongst the 
refugees there are many who may not be genuine refugees. We have no 
way of booking them. And we are having acts of sabotage, trains are 
being blown up, lembs are found in places, and a lot of propaganda is 
being done in order to there tension between the different religions. 

Pakistan has raised a question about the number of refugees; we say 
they are over 9 million. They have given the figure of 2.5 to 3 million. 
Now, there is some logic in their argument, because. 2.5 to 3 million is 
the figure of the Muslim refugees, but we have not only Muslim 
refugees, we have Hindus, we have Christians, we have Buddhists. In 
three of the States, Tripura, Meghalays and Assam, everybody is fully 
accounted for, for there every individual has a ration card. It is true, in 
West Bengal things are not so well organised because the larger numbers 
are there. But after this question arose, we are having a recounting at all 
the Camps and it may be over by now, because it started some time 
before I left the country. It may be a little less, it may be a little more, 
but I don't think there will be a great difference in the figures which we 
have given. 

Now the question is : (1) about the United Nations observers, and (2) 
about the withdrawal of the troops. When we had asked the United 
Nations to look into this matter, we were told that it is an internal matter, 
the United Nations cannot do anything. This was right at the beginning 
of the crisis. We kept on reminding them that it may be an internal 
matter, but its consequences are over-flowing into India creating great 
problems, and the United Nations should take an interest. Now the 
United Nations observers want to come, not to deal with the cause of the 
ersis which is in East Bengal, but to see who is crossing over the border. 
They want to tell the refugees to go back. We are telling the refugees, to 
go back and if some more people will tell them, well, they are welcome. 
But Indian society is an absolutely open one. All the journalists from 
your country, from Canada, from the U.S.A. from the United Kingdom, 
many other countries have gone there, both sides, to East Pakistan, to 
India, to West Pakistani; they are free to report; the Diplomatic Corps is 
free to go where it wants to go. We have had Parliamentary Delegations 
also from both the Americas-Latin American countries. North America- 
Japan, New Zealand, the different countries of European the 



Scandinavian countries; all these people have been free to go, to report, 
to talk to the refugees. So it makes no great difference. And we have also 
10 people from the United Nations High Commission for Refugees. So it 
is no great problem if a few more people come from the United Nations 
or from any body else. Of course, then there are the international 
organisations; there is CARITAS, there is UNICEF, there is CARE, 
"WAR-ON-WANT", OXFAM, and some others. So it wouldn't make 
much difference if some more were to come. But we do object; we 
object becuase these people are coming not to deal with the problem as a 
whole but to try to deal with a part of the problem. When we say to the 
refugees, as I have been consistently saying, that India cannot keep these 
refugees as a permanent burden, they must go back to East Bengal, they 
can stay for a few months, if there are a few children who are'orphans or 
few women who have no home, we could keep them, but we are not 
going to keep millions and millions of foreign nationals in our country, 
no matter what we are absolutely determined about it. Their reply is ; 
"we want to go back, but how can we go back when the massacre is 
continuing", when every day-first there were 30 to 40 thousand, then the 
figure went up to 62 thousand everyday—now I am told that it has come 
down slightly, but it is still in the region of 16 to 20 thousand. But still so 
many people are coming with the same stories of barbarity, of horror, of 
murder, of rape. How can we ask the people to go back ? And who will 
listen to us, even if we do ask ? First, the condition should be created on 
the other side which should assure the refugees that they can go in safety 
and in dignity. This is what we have said to the United Nations. 

Now, with regard to troops, it is Pakistan which first brought their 
troops to the borders; they came first on the Eastern border because they 
are para-forces. We have and agreement with them that they would not 
be troops, they would be only para-military forces—East Bengal Rifles, 
East Pakistan Regiment—on the side, and what we call the Border 
Security Force, on our side. Their people, i.e. this Reginemt and the 
Rifles, have left the Pakistani service in March, as soon as this 
happening started, and they joined the Movement of Liberation of East 
Bengal. So, their border was left in a way unprotected. Either they left it 
or they did not trust these people in the check-posts and they moved 
their army to the border. So, after some time, we were forced to move 
our troops also. Now there was no trouble whatsoever on the Western 
Front, i.e., Kashmir, Punjab, Rajasthan, but one day they moved their 
troops there also. Now, there we have got U. N. observers since 1947-48, 
and when they were asked why their troops were there, they said, "Oh, 
this is merely a training exercise". Obviously, it is not something we 



could believe. Even then, we did not do anything for more than a week, 
but at the end of that time we saw that their troops had no intention of 
withdrawing, we were compelled to bring our troops up to the border. 

Now, what does withdrawal mean ? People say, even though it was 
their fault, what harm is there in withdrawing the troops ? Well, the 
question is that their cantonments are right near the border, but ours are 
not; ours are very far away and if we withdraw, there is no way we can 
really adequately defend our country if they change their mind. And, we 
have had no cause to trust them, I mean, we have been attacked twice 
and on each occasion for many months they have siad, "we have nothing 
to do with it, we have sent no infiltrators", and then they themselves 
have admitted this in public forums, such as, either the Security Council 
or somewhere else. This is the history and the background. As any head 
of Government-although India is deeply committed to peace, to total 
disarmament, India believes that war does not solve ppoblems—but we 
cannot leave our borders undefended in the present circumstances, 
especially as all the news coming from pakistan state that since they are 
bound to lose East Bengal, why should they not grab a piece of the West. 
This is the situation which we face. Seeing India from a long distance, it 
may seem to you ; "well, it does not make any difference". But the 
people who live on the borders, and ours are inhabited right up to the 
very edge-in fact, in East Pakistan we have houses where the houses are 
in India and the kitchens are in East Bengal or vice-a-versa. We have no 
natural border; there is no river or road or anything like that. To the 
people who live in the border, it means a great deal whether they are 
properly defended or not, whether they can trust the Government to 
defend them. So, this is what the position is. 

There was another question which was asked me a little while ago 
and which was : ’what about Kashmir ?' Now, what about Kashmir ! 
Pakistan has spread the propaganda that Kashmir is pro-Pakistan, and I 
am afraid some other people have helped them in this propaganda. In 
1965, they sent a lot of infiltrators, trained people. They thought that 
these people would be welcomed by the local. But they were not 
welcomed. The local population was the first to inform us, because, as it 
happened, at that time, we did not have very many forces there, we did 
not even have sufficient police in the city of Srinagar, which is the 
capital city. It was a very great weakness. This was so because, in Uie 
meantime, in 1962, we had been attacked on the other border and we had 
concentrated all our forces there. But when this attack took place in 
1965, it was the unity of the local people, who not only kept us 
informed, but who formed the front lines almost till the army came to 



defend their country. This is how we not only not allowed the Pakistani 
Army into Kashmir, but took a large portion of territory which has most 
of the vantage points which were under Pakistan's occupation previously. 
Now, Kashmir has lived in peace all these many years. There are voices 
of dissent there, I am not saying that there are not, but so are there in 
practically every country. There is hardly any country in the world, 
which has not some voices of dissent. The way to judge a situation is ; is 
there peace or not, is the Government there going on normally, is 
education expanding, agricultural programme improving, industry 
expanding in Kashmir; all these things are happening. Everybody is free 
to go there. It is true that we have recently put some restrictions on one 
or two of their leaders. They are free to go anywhere, but not to enter 
Kashmir, because things are peaceful there and we thought that at this 
moment for somebody to start trouble is not in the country's interest. 

So, we have nothing to hide and, as I said, we shall not, certainly 
not, be the people to provoke a greater confrontation. But to think that 
the present situation can last is unrealistic. To think that the bitterness 
and hatred in the hearts of the East Bengalis can go without any positive 
action, is to be unrealistic. And, as a politician, one has to face the reality 
of the situation; it is not a question of what I think or what I want, it is a 
question of what exists, and what exists is that the people of East Bengal 
want to decide their destiny themselves. They do not want advice from 
me, and they will not take it even if I want to give it to them. They are 
imbued today with the spirit of nationalism. It may be good, it may be 
bad, that is beside the point. But this is a situation which nobody can 
ignore. And that is why we think that the world should take interest, to 
try and see that a political settlement is reached which will be lasting, 
and nothing will be lasting unless it is accepted by the people of East 
Bengal and their elected representatives. 

Now, the Pakistan Government has announced that they will have re- 
elections. We certainly cannot understand it. The people who won the 
elections are here, they are alive. You can't suddenly say these seats are 
vacant. Not only do they say the seats are vacant, but 55 people have 
been declared elected unopposed to some of those vacancies. It is an 
extraordinary position, and I don't think anybody who is concerned with 
democracy, with liberty, can accept this situation. 

Further, the burden on India, not the economic burden, is 
tremendous. As I said a little while ago to another audience, when you 
are poor, you know you can be poorer. If you have not enough to eat, 
you are always willing to share what you have. We found that in our 



country and our experience has been that whether there is drought or 
whether there has been war, it is the poor people who have helped the 
most. Today, although the burden is a tremendous one, it is going to cost 
us a great deal, not just in money, it will cost us in development it will 
cost the promises we made to our people, of the programme of 
employment, every single programme : we are trying not to cut it, but I 
don’t see how it can remain whole, everything will have to be pruned. 
We have very heavy taxation already, and about a few days before 
coming, we had to put extra tax burden on every possible thing we could 
think of. And we just sat and thought, now what can be possible taxed, 
and we taxed. So, we have this enormous burden but I have confidence 
in my people. They have shown their capacity to endure any burden, to 
bear any type of suffering or sacrifice, and, today, if we have to do it for 
our unity, for our stability, for our freedom, I know that the people of 
India, and even the political parties which are otherwise completely 
opposed to me, I know that on this question, we stand as one. And we 
have the determination to bear this burden. We are not going to go under, 
however heavy the economic burden is, or any other burden. 

But we may have to take steps which are necessary to safeguard our 
freedom and our stability, and, I think, that this is not only in the interest 
of India, it is in the interest of Pakistan itself. Pakistan cannot remain if 
India is unstable. If Pakistan becomes unstable for a while and India is 
stable, Pakistan will come back to stability. But if, in the larger part of 
the sub-continent, there is trouble, then certainly nobody can save 
Pakistan or any other smaller countries there. And, I think, if there is 
unstability in India, it will have an effect on all of Asia, and perhaps in 
other parts of the world as well. 

So, today, we feel that very much more is at stake than people are 
realising; and I have come here not to ask for anything from the 
Government, from any of the countries where I have been, but merely to 
give my assessment of the situation as it exists. And it is then for these 
countries, these governments or the people, to decide what they should 
do in such a situation, whether they should help or they should not. 
Naturally, everybody welcomes sympathy, everybody welcomes 
friendship, everybody welcomes support, but we know that in life, in the 
udimate analysis, everybody—even a parent, or a child, or a sister, or a 
brother, each individual is alone; each country is alone; and India must 
learn to stand on her feet; she is going to stand on her feet and deal with 
the problems herself. 



Following are some of the questions asked by the audience and 
the replies given by the Prime Minister : 

Question : You speak about humanity for the East Pakistanis. How 
will you explain the construction of Farraka Barrage which certainly is 
going to destroy the agriculture and economy there ? 

Prime Minister : I don't know whether the young lady knows the 
geography of the place. East Bengal does not suffer from a shortage of 
water but of too much of water....(applause). This matter has been under 
discussion for a long time. Unfortunately, Pakistan is now trying to make 
it into a political question, whereas it is not. It is not in any way harming 
East Pakistan or East Bengal. 

Question : Excellency, Mrs. Gandhi, I want to tell you that I am 
Vice President of the Committee of Migration in the International 
Council of Women... We have made a resolution in our meeting in 
Amsterdam about the very great problem of refugees in your country, to 
urge all 60-member councils to take more care for your problems and 
urge the United Nations to look after the minorities in the world. 

Prime Minister : Thank you very much. 

Question : Madam, you said in the course of your speech that East 
Pakistani people are imbued with nationalism. Do you think this 
nationalist spirit is absent in West Bengali people, and because Bengalis 
are a nation, therefore, they should have one State ? How would you 
preclude the people of West Bengal, who are as much Bengalis, from 
forming the same State ? 

Prime Minister : It is a very good question : thank you for asking it. 
I should have actually dealt with it in my speech. Well, the first answer is 
that there is no feeling in West Bengal to separate from the rest of India. 
Secondly, it is not only a question whether what West Bengal would like 
to do, but whether the people who live in East Bengal would like West 
Bengal to join them. Obviously, nothing is impossible in the world and it 
is a remote possibility. I personally do not think that such a thing can 
happen, because West Bengal is far more developed, whether 
industrially, educationally or in any other way, than the East is. We know 
from our experience of what has happened in Vietnam, that they would 
not like to have a bigger brother attached to them who should dominate 
them. 

Question : You mentioned something about the six-point 
programme of Sheikh Mujibur Rahman. But I think you should inform 
the audience that the division of the country was not in his six-points. 
And it would be the same thing as if Candidate Strauss would win the 



election for Chancellorship and he would like to separate Bavaria from 
Germany. I don't think that the people of Germany would accept that. 

Prime Minister : I think I made it very clear that the six-points were 
announced before the elections. They were accepted, presumably, 
because otherwise why should the elections have been held on that 
programme ? That was the basic programme put to the people of East 
Bengal and it is not only the people of East Bengal but also some of 
West Pakistan who voted for Sheikh Mujibur Rahman's Party. 

Question : The six-points did not give him the mandate to divide the 
country. 

Prime Minister : We aie talking about whatever the six-points did. 
Sheikh Mujibur Rahman did not ask for any 7th point at all. Whatever 
the programme was, as I said, if anybody disapproved of it, the time to 
raise that point of disapproval was before the elections and not 
afterwards... 

Question : Relating to Indo-Soviet Treaty and detente in Europe. 

Prime Minister : Well, our Indo-Soviet Trraty is unconnected with 
this matter. We welcome the detente here and we wish that there would 
be detente in all such disputes anywhere. So far as the Indo-Soviet 
Treaty is concerned, well, it is just what it says, its name says, the 
"Treaty of Peace, Friendship and Co-operation". 

A lot of people who have never supported non-alignment are now 
trying to say that this Treaty is going against the interest of non- 
alignment, India is no more non-aligned, and so on. We are naturally not 
at all impressed by this argument because we know what our policy has 
been and we are determined that it is going to remain the same. 

Question : Hon'ble Prime Minister, Mrs. Gandhi, my question is 
almost identical with the former question, but I just want to elaborate 
one point. It is a fact that our Treaty with the Soviet Union is not 
intended to affect our policy of non-alignment; but I think the influence 
of Russia is getting more and more in our part of the world. As far as I 
am informed, the Soviet Navy has approached some of our ports, at least 
partly. And Russia is too big a power, too strong a power, that in a long 
time, I mean, in a long period of our relationship, whether India can 
really remain sovereign and non-aligned? 

Prime Minister ; This indeed is a very extraordinary question, if I 
may say so. Perhaps the gentleman has been out of India for a 
considerable time and he does not know how we feel. If the Soviet 
Union is on the Indian Ocean, well, so are many other Navies there. He 
has not suggested that any other Navy being there is also going to 



influence us. So, therefore, why should the Soviet influence be more than 
the others ? Every country in the world, small or big, does try to 
influence others countries. The quesion is whether we are going to 
withstand that pressure or not. We have always withstood pressure. We 
have fought for our independence. We have not appealed or begged for 
it. We have fought for it with our lives (Prolonged applause). 
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WE WILL DO WHAT IS BEST IN OUR NATIONAL INTEREST : 

MRS. GANDHI 

NEW DELHI, Dec. 2—The Prime Minister, Mrs. Indira Gandhi, 
declared here today that it did not worry India at all as to who called her 
aggressor when she had not committed any aggression, reports PTI. 
Making an obvious reference to the latest newspaper comments from 
London that Britain might describe India again as an aggressor, Mrs. 
Gandhi said ; "Times have changed during the last five years. If any 
country thinks that by calling us aggressor it can pressurize us to forget 
our national interests then that country is living in its own fool's paradise 
and it is welcome to that". Mrs. Gandhi was addressing the Congress 
workers of Delhi who had assembled, at her residence this morning to 
express their solidarity in this time of national emergency. 

Mrs. Gandhi said : "The times have passed when any nation sitting 
three or four thousand miles away could give orders to Indians on the 
basis of their colour superiority to do as they wished. India has changed 
and she was no more a country of natives." 

"Today we will do what is best in our national interests and not what 
these so-called big nations would like us to do. We value their 
friendship, help and aid but we cannot forsake the country's territorial 
integrity and sovereignty". 

Referring to Britain Mrs. Gandhi said that during the 1965 Indo-Pak 
conflict, Britain had made the mistake of calling India an aggressor "But 
now they should see for themselves the facts, sequence of events, the 
happenings in Bangladesh and situation on the Indo-Pak borders". 

"My only expectation from Britain is that it would take an objective 
view of the situation," she added. 

Referring to Pakistan's efforts to get U.N. observers in East Bengal, 
Mrs. Gandhi said she did not know what useful purpose these observers 
could serve in the present situation. 

A large number of foreign dignitaries legislators of various 
countries, U.S. Senators, relief teams. Independent organizations. 
Ministers and others have visited the border of East Bengal with West 
Bengal and" have witnessed the plight of the refugees. They have also 
seen the results of the reign of terror unleashed by the Pakistani Army on 





the people of Bangladesh but what had happened ? "Has it solved the 
problem of Bangladesh ? Has any of these big nations asked Pakistan to 
stop this genocide of the people of Bangladesh ? No, they will not do it." 

The problem of Bangladesh, she said, could be solved only by 
asking the Pakistani Army to vacate Bangladesh so that these millions of 
people had left heir homes and hearths could go back and pursue their 
life peacefully. 

"Peace can return to the subcontinent only if the Pakistani Army 
withdraws from the borders of India in the cast as well as west," Mrs. 
Gandhi said. 

Mrs. Gandhi said when Pakistan moved its Army to the Indian 
borders there was not a whisper by any of these nations or the U. N. But, 
from the time India had brought forward her forces to protect her 
territories, there was a liue and cry that peace was in danger, "I do not 
understand these things". 

In her hour-long speech, Mrs. Gandhi asked whether the U. N. will 
be prepared to give an undertaking that Pakistan would not attack India, 
"In the event of any such attack, would the U. N. ensure that any 
territories, occupied by Pakistan are vacated?" 

Thrice Attacked 

"Before they talk of withdrawal of troops from the eastern or western 
border they should keep in mind that India was attacked thrice earlier by 
Pakistan but neither the U. N. nor the other powers condemned Pakistan 
once for that. How do they expect us to believe them now ?". 

She said India did not move the Army to the western borders for ten 
days after Pakistani Army had occupied forward positions "We went to 
the U. N. observers and protested to them that Pakistan should not be 
allowed to bring her forces in the forward areas." After inquiries the U. 
N. observers told us that the Pakistanis were carrying on military 
exercises and,would withdraw after ten days. Are the ten days not yet 
over 7 With all these happenings I do not understand how we can have 
any faith in them. 

Mrs. Gandhi said that the idea of posting U. N. observers in East 
Bengal was to check the activities of the Mukti Bahini. But they were 
forgetting that all the checks and controls in Vietnam failed to stop the 
guerrilla activities. "I do not think how observers can function when it is 
made plain by the Bangladesh Government that it cannot guarantee their 
safety" Mrs. Gandhi added. 



She said "there is a charge that India is allowing Mukti Bahini to 
operate from her soil. How can we check it ? Our border with East 
Bengal is so long that even if India deployed her entire army. It would 
not be able to stop them". 

The Prime Minister said the U. N. or any nation was not prepared to 
look at the question in its entirety. 

Mrs. Gandhi described as totally baseless the accusations that India 
was interfering in the internal affairs of a neighbor. 'We are simply 
telling the world what the Pakistani Army is doing inside Bangladesh. 
Killing thousands and thousands of human beings might not be of any 
concern to the world but India is worried and that is the reason which 
has prompted India in allowing the refuges to come to our soil.' 

"All these countries which are today shouting about India interfering 
in the internal affairs of Pakistan had interfered in the affairs of other 
countries whenever it suited them and here when we have not done any 
such thing. We are being accused of it. Well, it should not worry us 
much. Even a country Like China, interfered in other nations affairs". 
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WE SHALL SUCCEED 

You are all aware that we are facing a new crisis. The people of 
Bengal and the rest of the country had stood by us and returned us to 
poer in the last general election. We had imagined that all obstacles in 
the way of our progress had been removed and we shall work hard to 
build up a strong country. But soon after, a tragic event happened which 
cast a big burden on our people, although we were in no way involved in 
it. In the beginning, it was purely an economic burden. The large influx 
of refugees from East Bengal seriously affected the lives of the people in 
West Bengal, Assam, Meghalaya and Tripura and increased their 
hardships. We imagined that we shall have to bear this burden for only a 
few days and we shall be able to do so easily with the help of other 
countries. But the help we received was meager compared to what was 
necessary. If some people offered help, they were not in the least worried 
about the causes of the crisis—why a huge mass of people were quitting 
their homes and coming to us like a river in flood. No disease can be 
cured unless it is correctly diagnosed. What is to be done if, without 
caring to find out the cause of the influx, we try to stop it ? We told the 
truth and others agreed with us, but nobody did anything in the matter. 

To understand the present crisis, we have to go into its historical 
background and find out how Pakistan was formed. The battle for 
freedom was fought in the whole country—also in the region now called 
Pakistan. Khan Abdul Ghaffar Khan, better known as Frontier Gandhi, 
and Abdul Samad Khan, who was called Baluch Gandhi, took part in the 
fight for freedom. But when Pakistan was formed, it was not these 
leaders of the people who came to power. In India, the freedom fighters 
won the elections and set up their Government. But in Pakistan, they 
remained behind prison walls and those who were co-operating with the 
British set up their Government. They held positions in the Army or 
other offices. There was a basic difference in our ideologies. We were 
anxious then and are so even now that we should have the best of 
friendly relations with our new neighbour—now that Pakistan had come 
into being. It is not good for any country to be always quarreling with a 
neighbour. But whenever we extended our hand of friendship, we were 
faced with a closed fist on the other side and also an atmosphere of 
tension. We believe that the reason for this was that several countries 
were encouraging Pakistan to do so. If the big powers, which were 
friendly to Pakistan, had advised it in the very beginning not to fight 
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with India, Pakistan would not have taken up the posture of war. 
Pakistan had neither the strength nor the courage to go to war with us. 
But they did so because they were getting help and war materials from 
abroad. Even when they went to war with us, they got all encouragement 
from their friends. They were not branded as aggressors with the result 
that they did not change their ways. The result of all this was that despite 
its friendship with Big Powers, Pakistan could not become a strong 
power. It grew weaker. 

We are all Indians though we speak different languages and profess 
different faiths. To whatever State we belong, we are all citizens of this 
country engaged in the common endeavour of taking it forward towards 
progress. What binds men of different religions, habits, dress and 
languages are some high ideals. Religion and language cannot bind any 
people in the world of today. We have to get over these. Religion is good 
and everyone must adhere to his religion. But you cannot build up a 
nation and keep the people united, on the basis of religion. We said this a 
the time of the formation of Pakistan but neither the British nor others 
listened to us then and Pakistan came into being. But we saw from the 
very beginning that in Pakistan, the people of one religion committed 
atrocities on the minorities belonging to a different religion. 

Another thing that was happening in Pakistan and which the world 
overlooked was that even those who were in a religious majority in the 
country were being oppressed. We knew it but we could not interfere in 
the affairs of another country. But the situation could not last long and in 
the end this has weakened Pakistan. If Pakistan has become weak, it is 
not because we wanted it. It has become weak because other nations 
helped it in pursuing wrong policies, which were probably in their own 
interest and not in the interest of Pakistan. We also were pressurised to 
follow their policies but it was our good fortune that we had leaders who 
followed policies which were in the national interest and stuck to them 
firmly. 

Our development plans are in progress but, in the meanwhile, a big 
burden has been cast on us. The burden is economic because the number 
of refugees is very large. The influx has also created social, 
administrative and political problems. But the most important thing is 
the danger it poses to our security. It might develop into a big danger. 

You are aware that we have rehabilitated all the refugees who came 
to us so far. We did so although we are a poor country and teceived 
meagre help from outside. We became worried as the danger to our 
security slowly increased. Across the border between West Bengal and 
East Bengal, there was the Border Security Force on our side and East 



Bengal or the East Pakistan Rifles on the other side but they had changed 
their name and called themselves the Mukti Bahini. 

At this stage, Pakistan moved its forces towards our borders; in the 
west they moved further towards Kashmir, Punjab, Rajasthan and 
Gujarat. When their forces reached the Kashmir border, we drew the 
attention of the U. N. observers towards this. They told us that the 
Pakistani forces were carrying out training exercises. Who could believe 
it ? Could a country, which had been the victim of Pakistani aggression 
thrice, believe it ? The danger to our security increased but we took no 
steps for ten days. After ten days, we also moved our forces forward. As 
long as we had not moved our forces towards our borders, no country in 
the world, big or small, took note of the presence of Pakistani forces on 
our borders. They were not worried about the danger posed to our 
security and that they should do something. No opinions were expressed 
about it. But when our forces moved forward, no on another's territory 
but on our own, some world powers rased a furore that peace was in 
peril and they began saying that both the countries should withdraw their 
forces. Now could we agree to this ? No Government with any sense of 
responsibility, no minister or any officer could endanger the security of 
the country and its borders. We asked why the Pakistani forces had been 
moved to our borders and whether it did not involve a risk to our 
security. If we withdrew our forces, they had to be moved far from the 
borders where our cantonments and other arrangements exist. But the 
cities and cantonments of Pakistan are quite close to their borders. If 
they withdraw just a little, they will still be in an advantageous position. 
They can reach the borders quickly whenever they want to attack us. We 
cannot do so. Who are there to guarantee that if we are attacked, they 
would help us and get us back quickly the land occupied by the 
aggressor ? Nobody is prepared to consider this aspect of the matter. 
They all say that the forces must be withdrawn. We do not say "No" to 
this demand. We have suggestions to make. But how far is it proper that 
only the suggestions made by the other party should be accepted ? Our 
suggestion is that the Pakistani forces should be withdrawn from East 
Bengal. It is their arrival and their stay which has resulted in a reign of 
terror there and the influx of refugees into this country. If they leave East 
Bengal, the fighting will stop immediately. But no one is prepared to 
think on these lines. 

We were also told to agree to have U. N. observers on our eastern 
border as well. As far as I am aware, a few of them were there. Possibly 
they are still there. But the question is why should they be posted there ? 
Will their presence ensure the return of the refugees ? The refugees say 



they will not go back unless there is complete peace in Bangladesh. Now 
can we ask them to go when we see there is a war in progress there, 
people are being massacred, women are being tortured and one village 
after another is being set on fire ? How can we ask them to return under 
these conditions ? The first duty of the world community as well as our 
own is to try to establish peace there. We waited for many days, waited 
to see if other countries could help in the matter and stop the reign of 
terror. 

I visited some countries in Europe and the United States. I was 
assured everywhere that they agreed with me on the need of a political 
solution to restore peace in Bangladesh and to ensure the return of the 
refugees. They said they were stressing this aspect of the problem. But 
nothing came out of it. We do not threaten, nor do we raise a hue and 
cry. But we know what is our national interest and we are not going to 
give it up. The people of East Bengal are shedding their blood to achieve 
freedom. This has happened in the past in our country as well. A large 
number of farmers, intellectuals and members of the Bar sacrificed their 
lives for freedom. Now if some countries want that we should not defend 
our freedom and allow them to carry out their own evil designs, we 
cannot be the victims of their evil, designs. 

Every citizen of this country has to share this burden, be he young or 
old, man or woman. We have to share all hardships and meet the danger. 
Although the whole country has to bear the burden, you in Bengal have 
to bear a little more of it. We should be prepared for whatever happened. 

I assure you that I do not want war. I earnestly desire peace. I know 
what war is and how it affects the people, specially the weaker section of 
the community. I detest war. It is my sincere wish that I should not be 
instrumental in bringing about war. Nehru talked much about peace and 
wanted peace but even he said that if we have to meet any attack on our 
freedom we must do so with all our might. 

Some foreign papers have described me as stubborn. I am stubborn 
in matters affecting our security and, in my opinion, the massacre going 
on in Bangladesh must stop and peace restored. The annihilation of the 
75 million people of Bangladesh is not in our national interest. 
Therefore, we have to ensure that the terrible atrocities going on there 
must stop. This is not being stubborn. There4s no alternative to this if we 
consider our own national interests. You are aware that we have taken 
some steps only after calm consideration. We have done nothing in 
haste. We are doing only what is proper and in our interest. Whenever 



some foreign power talked to us, it was only after careful deliberation 
that we refused to accept any suggestion made and we accepted what we 
could. We are faced with a crisis and there must be enthusiasm among 
the people. We have also to see how to utilize this enthusiasm to meet 
change before us. Any army must tight to be in victorious. This will not 
be possible if our industries and schools are closed down and the 
working of our hospitals is affected. If we want to be truly victorious, the 
citizens of Calcutta must ensure that the work in towns and villages is 
carried on more efficiently and with greater vigour. 

It is a testing time for our country but I am confident that we shall 
succeed. Whatever the nature of the fight, we shall deal with it firmly 
and with a cool head so that the promises we have made to the people 
are fulfilled and we continue our march towards progress. However great 
the danger, however great the pressure, we have to move forward even if 
we are alone. The people who live near our borders know that the 
Pakistanis have been firing on Agartala and other places. Our hospitals 
are full of injured people. Our hearts go to them I express gratitude to 
them on my behalf and on behalf of the nation. We are proud of their 
courage and we hope that their morale will continue to be high. 
Although they are now no longer in uniform, they are our soldiers. We 
are proud of their bravery and enthusiasm. 



VICTORY WILL BE OURS 

You are Fighting with courage to defend our freedom and honour. 
The entire country admires you. Our people are with you. The people of 
all region, all languages, all religions, all political parties are united as 
never before. They are as determined as you to defeat the aggressor. 
They are imbued with boundless faith in their cause and in your capacity 
to meet any challenge. 

The enemy has raised the false and pernicious cry of a religious war. 
The people of Bangladesh, who are overwhelmingly Muslims, have 
given a fitting reply to the military rulers of Islamabad. 

You and we are fighting in defense of the great principle that the 
people of all religions are equally our brothers. We are defending the 
great ideals of equality and brotherhood, which are the life and blood of 
our democracy. Bharat means not only the fields, hills and rivers which 
make up our country, not only the 560,000 villages and towns, not only 
the 550 millions of people, but the ideals of tolerance and respect for 
higher morality which the very mention of India has evoked for 30 
centuries. 

Fight well, my countrymen. Victory will be ours. 


Message to the Armed Forces, broadcast over All India Radio, December 10,1971. 
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WHY THIS FIGHT 

I am happy to be with you, to see your enthusiasm and to talk to you 
although I have nothing particularly new to tell you. What are we 
fighting for ? We are fighting not only for our territory and honour but 
also for some high ideals which this country has upheld during the past 
several centuries. I am happy that in the present war not only our brave 
officers and soldiers but the people as a whole, including the students, 
are taking part in one way or the other. I am thankful to you for the purse 
of Rs. 1,01,000 which you have presented to me for the welfare of the 
Jawans. I am sure that you will be the pioneers in every work which the 
nation undertakes. 

Students have played an important part in the freedom movement of 
their country, whether in India or abroad. If the student community had 
not been in the forefront of our struggle for freedom, we would not have 
achieved the success that we got. For the past many years, we have been 
trying to strengthen that freedom. Eternal vigilance is the price of liberty. 
We must always act so as to strengthen our unity and do so with firmness 
and courage. Also, these actions of ours should be meaningful for the 
peoples as a whole. 

We have achieved a lot and yet you must be aware that we have not 
been able lo shape our destiny as we wanted to. Poverty and 
backwardness are obstacles in the way of the common man getting the 
fruits of freedom. Our people are not able to enjoy all the rights of a free 
citizen. While you have the opportunity to study in a university, there are 
lots of people in this country who do not yet have this privilege. Our 
freedom will remain in complete so long as we are not able to give full 
opportunity for development to every village, be they in the plains, on 
the mountains or in the deserts. 

We are proud of continuously treading the path we have chosen for 
ourselves. Many have been our weaknesses and mistakes and many 
obstacles on our path. There were aggressions against us. There were 
natural calamities which weakened us, yet we went forward in spite of 
all this. We had not had a moment's respite. Once again there is a big 
obstacle in the way of our progress and a big task before the people of 
this country. You have assured me of your loyalty and I am happy to 
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kjiow that the student community is prepared for the dangers facing this 
country. But we must know that mere enthusiasm is not enough. We 
have to understand the ideals and the fundamental principles for which 
we are fighting and which form the basis of this country's unity. 

We do not want to go to war. In fact we tried hard to avoid it. The 
whole world knows that we have been trying for world peace for the past 
25 years, and we certainly had a part to play in bringing about peace in 
certain areas of the world. But, what is peace ? Peace does not mean that 
we keep quiet while the people of a neighbouring country are being 
annihilated. This is not peace. The war that is going on today began not 
in our territory but in Bangladesh and India had no hand in it. We did not 
even know that there was to be a war. 

We were happy that Pakistan had a general election after many years 
of military rule. The leader of a certain party won a majority in that 
election. We were not concerned either with election or with the 
selection of the leader, but we were certainly happy to know that the 
particular leader, who had won, wanted India's friendship. We know that 
we cannot always be fighting with a neighbouring country. If, however, 
there is some disturbance there, it does affect us. We were, therefore, 
happy that an election had been held and there were hopes of the 
formation of a government which would be friendly to us, and we would 
join together to solve the main problem affecting us. This was the 
poverty of the people and the progress of the country. 

We too had a general election, and we formed a new government. 
The party which had secured a majority in the elections in our 
neighbouring country was not allowed to form its own government. It is 
at this .stage that the war really began. 

I would like to give you the historical background of the present 
trouble because it is necessary to understand it. The Pakistan President 
had talks with the leaders of the Awami League and we expected that the 
talks would be fruitful and a popular government would be set up. We, 
however, learnt that the negotiations were a ruse to gain time to land a 
big army in Bangladesh from West Pakistan. These forces launched a big 
attack on the poor unarmed people on the night of March 25. The leaders 
of the Awami League, who had assembled there, have told us that on the 
24th they were expecting that the negotiations would be fhiitful. They 
were not at all prepared for the sudden attack on them the next day. They 
had some idea of launching a struggle, a non-violent struggle of the type 
which India waged against the British. But they did not get any 
opportunity “for that. They were attacked with guns and mortar. Their 
great leader was arrested and they were accused of being traitors to the 



country. All this left no alternative for them except to declare that they 
wanted complete freedom. 

Despite the anger in our hearts against the atrocities in Bangladesh 
and our deep sympathy for the people there, we kept quiet. We did not 
want to utter a word or take a step which might come in the way of a 
settlement between the leaders of Bangladesh and West Pakistan. 
However, what was a matter of Pakistan ceased to be so when the people 
of Bangladesh, young and old, women and children, entered our country 
like a river in flood. It soon became a big question and a big burden for 
us. After all this the statement by any country that it was an internal 
matter of Pakistan ceased to have any meaning. 

Even at this stage we said that what was happening in Bangladesh 
concerned only the people there and we had no right to speak about the 
nature of a settlement. It was for the people of Bangladesh and their 
leaders alone to decide why they wanted and what sort of a settlement 
they could make. We had said that India had to consider seriously what 
effect the conditions in that country will have on us, and this certainly 
was our internal matter. We could not close our eyes to this aspect of the 
question. We made it clear to the whole world that the situation was 
deteriorating and that the two countries were moving towards a war. If 
the nations of the world wanted to slop a war, there was still time for 
them and they could have done so by securing justice for the people of 
Bangladesh. 

We know that this could not be done suddenly and we did not say 
that it should be done immediately. We only said that a step or two 
should be taken which might meet the aspirations of the people of 
Bangladesh and also ensure that their voice was heard. Among such 
steps could be the release of the Bangladesh leader. Sheikh Mujibur 
Rahman, the annulment of the fake elections that were scheduled to be 
held, and lastly, some sort of negotiations by which the people of 
Bangladesh could have an assurance that something would really be 
done. They could not be told to forget and forgive or that it was not 
necessary that the refugees must go back. 

It was also necessary for some sort of popular government to be set 
up. We were told that civilian rule might be established. We made it 
clear that we could not accept a government formed by those who had 
lost in the recent elections. The people of Bangladesh also would never 
accept such a government. 

We never said what we thought about the whole question or what we 
wanted to be done. We only explained the real situation, because we 
were aware that certain forces had raised their heads in Bangladesh, 



which nothing in the world could suppress. When a whole people fight 
for freedom, and when every individual is determined to lay down his 
life for it, the struggle is bound to succeed. This has been the experience 
of people all over the world. We repeatedly told the people of the United 
States and also nations of Europe that they must look to the realities of 
the situation. If the struggle for freedom could not be suppressed, further 
steps had to be considered in future because Bangladesh is so close to 
our borders and we cannot ignore the effect on us of events taking place 
there. 

Every country has its own ideals and interests. Our ideals and the 
interests of the country are the same. We want peace, and we shall have 
peace, even though we have at times to fight to secure peace. This is the 
reason for the war going on today. Unless the situation in Bangladesh 
changes there can be no peace either there or in the eastern region of our 
country. 

Let us now examine the reasons for the present situation. Pakistan 
was built up on a wrong foundation, namely, that one religion could 
form the basis of a nation. There is no country in the world which has 
people only of one religion. In fact, every country today has people 
professing several religions and if all of them are not treated with 
equality and justice that country can have neither unity nor strength. The 
very basis of the formation of Pakistan was thus wrong. 

There are some people in this country who do say that Pakistan must 
be crushed and that this is the opportunity to end Pakistan. This, 
however, has never been the stand of the Government. I am convinced 
that this is not the opinion of the people of this country. We want 
Pakistan to continue to exist. But this is possible only if it follows the 
right path. If Pakistan was bent on destroying itself, no outsider could 
help. 

Big powers have done all they could to add to the strength of the 
Pakistan army but they have done little to strengthen its people. The help 
they gave never reached the people. It swelled the coffers of only a 
handful of rulers. The result was that Pakistan got a false sense of 
strength, its foundations continued to be weak. 

Many countries ridiculed our unity, saying that we had people who 
spoke many languages and professed many religions. They asked how 
democracy could flourish in a country of illiterate and poor people. 
Western commentators wondered how India could maintain unity in the 
face of so much diversity. However, we adhered to our path, because we 
were sure-that it was the correct path, and those who criticized us had 
not known India. Many times in the past also what we said had proved 



to be correct. But it was unfortunate that they failed to understand India 
and her brave people. 

Ours is an ancient country with a civilisation several centuries old, 
and we have been trying to follow the principles laid down ages ago. As 
human beings, we are liable to commit mistakes, but we have certainly 
been trying to follow the highest ideals. We also know that our social life 
does not always reflect them. However, we do try, and we shall continue 
to uphold those ideals. We have to go on trying to build up the country 
of our dreams and it is this endeavour which binds our people who 
belong to different religions, speak different languages and hold different 
views. So long as we pursue these ideals and adhere to our chosen path, 
nothing can break up our unity or weaken us. This is what the people 
outside our country have failed to understand. 

Even in small countries where people speak more than one language, 
we witness interminable fighting going on. The question of language 
agitates us also but people outside India are unable to understand how a 
country where people speak so many languages—sixteen of which have 
been recognised in our Constitution—can maintain its unity. For us, 
however, these differences are matter of little consequence. 

We are engaged in the great task of nation-building ever since we 
attained freedom. It was a great pity that we became slaves and that we 
continued to be so for many years. This great country of ours, with its 
great civilisation, was crushed under the heels of foreign domination. 
Our language, culture and traditions were destroyed to such a large 
extent that we ourselves began to feel that we had some weakness and 
that we could not compete with other nations. Unfortunately, this fear 
lurks some where in the minds of some people. They purchase goods 
manufacture of abroad, thinking that these are superior in quality. This is 
in spite of 'he fac' that the people of foreign countries themselves are 
happy to purchase something made in India. This is just symbolic of the 
inferiority complex among the people who come under foreign 
domination. It is that we are fighting against. 

It is true that we are backward in many things. It is so because we 
did not get an opportunity to go forward. Because we were slaves at a 
time when countries in Europe and the United States underwent the 
Industrial Revolution, we were left behind in the race. Our 
administrators did not like any progressive force in this country to 
flourish. They wanted us to lose faith in ourselves because they knew 
that this was the only way to keep us backward. But a time comes in the 
history of a nation when events t^e a sudden turn. During the period of 



foreign rule, something of this type happened. It gave strength to the 
people and they raised their heads. 

The British rulers suppressed our culture and asked us to learn the 
English language. Today you should not oppose the study of English 
because this language has served as a vehicle for new ideas and inspired 
our struggle for freedom. We learnt English, and those who went abroad 
brought with them a concept of what freedom was and showed how we 
could achieve it. They learnt how we could unite and bring about a 
revolution in our own land. Earlier, our people did not think on these 
lines, but thoughts and ideas that came to us from Britain inspired us and 
strengthened us in our resolve to fight the British rule. 

I will narrate to you an incident which I now recall. When I was at 
school in England and was preparing for a degree at the University of 
Oxford the Principal of the school told a visitor that he had asked me at 
our first meeting why I had left my home and parents and come to a 
country where the ways of having were entirely different. The Principal 
told the visitor that my reply was that I had come to England to know the 
people more closely so that I could be better prepared to fight them. It is 
the English language which gave us the concept of freedom. This, 
however is an old story. 

Our freedom is again in peril. There has been in aggression not only 
on our territory but also on our thinking and high ideals—our ideal of 
secularism, our independent thinking about international affairs and our 
determination to stick to our opinions. All this has come under attack. 

There are nations which cannot tolerate that India should take 
independent decisions. They dictate to other nations to behave in a 
particular manner and they are obeyed. We welcome their friendship and 
say that we shall be grateful for all help recieved. If, however, there are 
strings attached to this friendship, or the help that is offered, or if it 
affects our freedom and our ability to take independent decisions, we 
spurn their offers of help. We shall stand on our own legs. It seems they 
have not been able to understand that we shall stick to what we say and 
that we are determined to implement our independent decisions. 

There is a lot of criticism of India abroad. At the United Nations a 
large number of countries voted against us. They say that war is a very 
bad thing and that only when it is stopped some settlement would be 
reached. We waited for a settlement for over eight months. I met some 
people and told them all about this situation. 

Once ^e were asked in a foreign country how much time we could 
allow for a settlement. Our Ambassador said, "just a few weeks". They 



then said that a settlement was possible if we could wait for a few 
months. Our Ambassador said that the situation would take a critical turn 
in just a week. Several weeks passed and even months but they did 
nothing. It was stated by some people abroad that I did not abide by my 
earlier statement, or that I did not warn them against the possibility of a 
war. I did not know at all that there would be a war. But I had very 
clearly stated that it was getting difficult to prevent a war although we 
shall try our best to do so. If however, the situation went beyond limit, it 
might not be possible to avert a war. 

I told them that if they wanted to prevent a war they should put 
pressure on the Pakistan President and Government to change their 
ways. If this were done there would be no war. Otherwise, it would be 
difficult to avoid war. India cannot tolerate a whole nation being 
annihilated and that this should be treated as a purely internal matter of 
another country. The repression in Bangladesh was so great that we were 
forced to bear a big burden. A situation was thus brought about in which 
we had to face war. Even them, the initiative was not ours. 

If we had wanted to begin a war, some of our leaders would have 
been in the capital. I was away to Calcutta, where there was a very big 
meeting attended by about a million people. The Defence Minister was 
in Patna and on way to Bangalore. The Finance Minister was in Poona 
and did not even know if he was returning or going elsewhere. At 5-45 
p.m. we were told about the Pakistani aggression, which had begun at 5 
p. m. We all tried to return to the capital as soon as possible. We did not 
begin the war. Even them, some people abroad accused India of 
aggression. 

We were naturally deeply hurt that people who professed to be 
upholders of democracy remained quiet when the time came to defend it. 
They were not worried whether a country had a democratic form of 
government or was under military rule. They talked of big iedals, but 
when the time came they ignored them completely. I do not know 
whether they did so in their own interests or in the interest of somebody 
else. I told everybody that if they were not concerned with the freedom 
of the people of Bangladesh, or our own difficulties they could do what 
they liked. 

I also said that if they could take a long range view of their self- 
interest, it was in their own interest that Bangladesh must not be crushed. 
The annihilation of Bangladesh could not strengthen Pakistan, but only 
weaken it. The armed forces of many countries might be brought there 
but they could not build up a strong nation when the people were victims 
of untold atrocities. 



Today we are fighting not against the people of Pakistan who, we 
know, are being suppressed. Their voice is not heard and they are not 
able to hear what others say. They do not know what has happened in 
Bangladesh. Even the people of Karachi do not know what is happening 
in Baluchistan or in the North-West Frontier Province or in other 
regions. The people there are as poor as our own people. The help their 
Government is getting does not reach them at all. In anycase this help is 
not being used for development work. The nations of the world are 
helping a handful of army leaders to remain in power there. We want to 
ask the people of Pakistan and the armed forces there why they are 
fighting for a government which is not prepared to do anything for them. 
Why are they fighting ,when it is not going to streng then their nation, 
but weaken it ? 

Now that we are at war, our first effort is to win it. Not for a moment 
have I lost the confidence that victory shall be ours, and must be ours. 
We shall win because our army is strong and brave, and also because it is 
a new type of army. When we were first attacked, our armed forces were 
similar to those of Pakistan. A wide gulf separated them from the people. 
But after the war . of 1962, and particularly after the war of 1965, the 
people and the armed forces have got very close to each other. Men in 
the army know what the people are doing, what are their social and 
financial problems and how they can be solved to ensure a better life. 
Our brave soldiers have their parents, brothers or sisters elsewhere in the 
country and whatever happens to one affects the other. 

The people who are not in uniform also form a kind of army today. 
All have to join hands in the fight. I am glad that you are donating blood. 
If need be, we shall ask for more. But the time has not yet come. Today 
we have to convince the army that behind them is a strong and united 
nation, which will go on growing stronger as time passes. 

We shall achieve full victory only when Bangladesh is completely 
free and has her own Government. They have a Government just now, 
but it has to go there, organise its machinery, and, as they have said, take 
back all the refugees, who should be provided work, so that Bangladesh 
again becomes the Sonar Bangla, as stated in their National Anthem. 

All this we have to do. We who are not on the borders, have to 
ensure that all weaknesses in our social fabric are removed so that when 
the war is over, the country takes a big leap forward. We should be 
victorious not only on the battle field but also in our civic life. We should 
adhere to-a path which takes us forward to glory. There is a big task 
before you and me. 



We have also to ensure that we do not speak ill of others, however 
much we are opposed to them. We have to show to the world that we are 
resolute, and that we shall not change even if we are opposed by the 
whole world. We are on the correct path, and we shall prove that this is 
so. It is my belief that we have to take all this in our stride. This is 
proved by events in our country and in international affairs. 

We are among those who have given greater support to the United 
Nations and do so even today. While we respect that august body, we are 
also aware of its weaknesses. It has adopted many resolutions before but 
these have been ineffective. The nations of the world have to decide 
whether they want to be friendly with the 55 crores of our people or not. 

There are only a few countries in the world today where the whole 
population is engaged in the common endeavour of nation-building. The 
war going on is a recent affair but our main task has been to take our 
country forward on the road to development. There are only a few 
countries treading a similar path with foresight. If we become strong, 
and our people uphold our ideals, this would benefit not only India but 
the whole world. We have to convey this message to the world. But it is 
not being heard today. 

It has been a tiring business to receive all sorts of advice from 
outside, advice which has come from people whose own policies have 
been proved to be wrong. Even in our own country we sometimes get 
advice from our newspapers and our brethren. If they are here before us, 
they need not take this reference to heart, because it is their leaders who 
are responsible for the opinions they express. Even an ordinary person 
would reconsider his opinion if he is proved to be worng. Instead, their 
leaders express yet another opinion which is proved to be equally wrong. 

I do not want to criticise them today, because we are united at 
present in a common purpose. We are all determined to help our armed 
forces. This can be done only in two ways, by donating blood and by 
helping the families of the soldiers who have lost their lives. It is also 
important for the people to know that for the present we have done away 
with our differences and that we shall not talk about them. We shall only 
discuss how to strengthen the country and not to do anything which 
might be opposed to our interests. They sometimes utter something very 
insignificant but it is misinterpreted and missused in the international 
field. Although we never for a moment though of waging a war, there 
was some talk of war in this country. This gave an excuse to others to 
say that we had decided to go to war. This is the time when everyone 
must realise what is in his country’s interest and adhere to it firmly. 



I am grateful to you for your assurances that you are with me. I want 
to assure you that the Government and the people are one. The 
Government will do its best to strengthen the people because that is our 
goal. We know that democracy cannot be firm if there is a gulf 
separating the Government from the people. A weak democracy means a 
weak people, and if the people are weak, the army, however strong, 
cannot by itself give strength to the nation. We must bear all this in 
mind. 

Today our good wishes and prayers are with those brave officers and 
soldiers who are sacrificing their lives on the front. It is a thing of glory 
if a citizen lays down his life to protect the country. It is a great 
opportunity to have this privilege. We all must decide what sacrifices we 
have to make in the various fields. I hope the students will seriously 
consider what help they can give at this lime of crisis. 

The students should also consider what useful changes they can 
make in the city and in the university at the present moment. I hope you 
all are aware that during the years of World War II there were shortages 
of everything in England. There were difficulties of all sorts. Yet the 
people there reformed their educational system, their health organisation 
and other things. Now that we are all united, we have the opportunity to 
give a new shape to the nation, to improve the health of the people and 
the sanitary conditions. 

Let us take the pledge that we shall walk shoulder to shoulder, that 
we shall not fear any threats, and that we reject all pressures. This does 
not mean that we are averse to receiving advice from others. We always 
certainly listen to what others say. We will seriouly consider their 
suggestions. But when we find that they are not in our interest we shall 
refuse to accept them. We do not say that we shall not accept any 
suggestion if it is worthwhile. We shall consider it and take the opinion 
of the people as well. But if everyone felt that it was not in the nations 
interest, then, it is our right to follow the path which we consider to be 
the best for us. 

We are happy at the achievements of our brave soldiers on the front. 
They have been victorious at many places. A hard and difficult future 
lies ahead. But we should keep aloft the light of the ideal that shines in 
our^hearts; it should be kept up. If we stick to our ideals, we shall be able 
to bring such prosperity and happiness to our land as neither our own 
people nor nations abroad have ever known. I am convinced that only 
the youth can lit the lamp and build up a new society and a new 



humanity. Wars will come and go but our biggest task is to build up the 
India of our dreams. 

* * * * 

I LAST ADDRESSED you from this platform soon after the General 
Election which we had fought for certain principles and ideals. During 
the election campaign we put before our own people, and the world, a 
picture of the country's aims and objects. And we proved to the world 
that our people fully understood the path they had to follow and the 
shape of things to come. If the earlier struggle could at all be called a 
war, it was a war of wards and arguments and we achieved victory by the 
vote of the people. 

The war now in progress is of another kind. All those who differed 
with one another during the elections are today united. The people of 
this country, belonging to all States and religions, and speaking different 
languages, have put up a common front. We are fighting today for 
democracy and to show the world that a nation cannot be founded on the 
basis of religion alone. There is no country in the world today in which 
all the people profess only one religion. Every country has people of 
different religions as its citizens. The important question, therefore, is 
whether the minorities in the country have been given all the rights of 
citizenship. We are today fighting because we believe that every nation 
has the right to freedom and to make its voice heard provided its demand 
is just. We are convinced that when people fight for freedom, justice and 
fraternity they are bound to be victorious. Many of our brave soldiers are 
today fighting on our borders, many have lost their lives, and many 
others have been wounded. All the people of India stand behind them. 

India had made good progress in recent years. We achieved a part of 
what we wanted to. But we know that dark days lie ahead because the 
danger to the country from all sides is increasing. Those who talked of 
democracy and raised a finger at us, saying that possibly our faith in 
democracy was not strong enough, have now forgotten what they used to 
say about us earlier. Those, who professed to be the champions of the 
poor and claimed that they supported all struggles for freedom, have 
today forgotten those principles and professions, and they are trying to 
coerce us. 

You have just heard a song —Sarfaroshi ki tamanna .... (we are 
prepared to lay down our lives in the cause of freedom). When I was a 
little girl this song was very popular all through our struggle for 
freedom. It used to be sung at meetings and demonstrations. Another 
popular song was —Sarjae to jae... (India must regain freedom even at 



the cost of our lives). These old songs have acquired a new meaning in 
our national life today. We are facing a big danger now. This is not 
because we want to grab another nations territory or to destory another 
nation. We have no territorial ambitions, not even for an inch of 
another's territory. We do not want to harm any country, whether our 
neighbour or some other. We know that radical changes have come about 
in Bangladesh, and that the demand for freedom there could not be 
crushed by any power of the world. We are also aware that if we allow 
the fire that is burning within the hearts of the patriots to be put out, it 
might endanger our own freedom, our democracy and our basic 
principles. These are precisely the reasons why we are fighting today. 

We are fighting not because we covet any inch of another's land or to 
harm any other country. I repeat it because a lot of vicious propaganda 
against us is being carried on in several foreign countries, and this in 
spite of our earnest efforts to find a peaceful solution. To the demand of 
the people of Bangladesh for freedom, were added the suffereings of the 
common people there and the atrocities committed on the young men, 
women and children. It had its repercussions on our own country for in a 
very short time the suffering people came to us like a rive in flood. 
Although the Pakistani army was massacring lakhs of people many 
nations of the world shut their eyes to this. They said it was purely an 
internal matter. But where whole nation or community was facing 
annihilations, it ceased to be an internal affair of that country. 

How could India remain an idle spectator when people came to us in 
millions to save their lives ? Their spirit and culture were being crushed. 
During my recent tour abroad. I told the people in several countries 
clearly and frankly that India could not be just a silent spectator to all 
this. But it was alleged that I did not abide by what I had said earlier. 
They do not perhaps know us. 

We, in this country, young men and women, have inherited a great 
civilisation, which has existed not for^the last century or two, but for 
thousands of years. We have learnt to suffer. But, out of our suffering has 
come the strength to fight against oppression, especially when it crosses 
the limits. India lost her own freedom and was oppressed in every way. 
People tried to raise their heads here and there but they were put down. 
A time came when the people of this country, whether they were 
illiterate, poor or weak, stood up. They all declared that freedom was 
their birthright. All efforts were made to crush them. But we won. 

We believe that we are fighting today to strengthen our own 
freedom. There is a lot of opposition to iiS'abroad, not because anybody 
is really worried about what has happened in Pakistan. It might be so in 



some measure but they are really worried that an oppressed nation of 
dark-skinned people is not prepared to be their line. They are annoyed 
that we have dared to chalk out our own path and that we have dared to 
do what we know is just and right. We believe we are lighting not only 
for our own country, and our own principles, but for all those in the 
world who have been oppressed under foreign domination for centuries. 
These nations may not be aware, and may not realize how the down¬ 
trodden under foreign domination feel. We, however, know it, and we 
are also aware that if we do not fight today we shall in future meet the 
same fate at they do today. When India fought for freedom and regained 
it, our success inspired others to throw out their foreign rulers one after 
the other. The reasons why we are at war today are therefore deep and 
far-reaching. We are preapred to undergo any sacrifice to face the 
dangers which threaten us and to pursue the high ideals which are the 
basis of our national life. 

A foreign power has threatened us. It has told us that it is bound by 
certain treaty dliances with Pakistan. We were aware of these alliances. 
There were many Pacts and so far as I am aware they were intended to 
contain Communism. The object of these alliances was certainly not to 
fight democracy or to suppress justice or the voice of the oppressed. If 
this was the object of these alliances, then it was a deliberate effort to 
deceive the world. There were people who used to criticise our policies 
and were of the view that we were encouraging Communism in this 
country. They told us that they wanted to save us from China. But we did 
not co-operate with them. 

Now, however, there has been a complete change in their,attitude. 
They say today that China is the biggest country in the world and 
nobody should come in its way. This is how the Great Powers 
completely shift their stand. If you look at the past history you will find 
that there is only one country and one people—India—who have never 
changed their stand. We have always remained steadfast to our 
principles and policies and would continue to do so. 

And, let me repeat that, howsoever weak we may be—our forces are 
not so strong as those of the other world powers, who can strike terror in 
Europe and we do not have the weapons they possess nor the resources 
or the industries to match them—the Indian spirit is indomitable— 
indomitable because we follow the path of truth and justice. We shall 
show the world that despite the opposition of all those forces, there is no 
power on earth which can bend us. But we have to remember that such 
an attitude could be based only on firm courage and not on mere slogans. 
It is not an expression of courage to say that we shall destroy another 



nation or commit atrocities for no reason whatsoever. True courage 
implies firm adherence to principles, and we must all know what they 
are. 

Our first commitment is to democracy and to make it truly 
meaningful for the people. This is possible only when all the people 
living in the land of whatever religion or community and speaking 
whatever languages are given equal rights. It is our fundamental 
principle that people of all religions must be treated equally. Democracy 
cannot strike deep roots, unless disparities between the rich and the poor 
are reduced. If we pursue these twin ideals, we shall achieve true victory. 

How did we get involved in this crisis ? 

As I told you earlier, efforts were made to crush a poor neighbouring 
country. This country is more backward than us, because it did not gel 
any opportunity to go forward. It was an unequal battle, with the people 
on one side, and the army on the other. Even if this country were far 
away from our borders, it would have had our sympathies in its struggle 
for freedom because India has always raised her voice in defence of 
justice and the poor. In this particular case, the country concerned is our 
neighbour, a neighbour at our very doorstep. Even if we had tried to 
exercise restraints and kept our eyes and ears closed we might not have 
done so successfully, because all that was happening there affected not 
only our social system or politics but also our security. 

Countries far off from the scene closed their eyes to what was 
happening there. We also watched all these events with great patience, 
not for one day, one week or one month, but for full nine months. And 
not a day passed when we did not try our utmost to find out a peaceful 
solution by which Bangladesh would achieve its freedom. We were all 
aware that the people there were not prepared to accept anything less 
than freedom, and as I told the countries of the world, the question was 
not what India wanted or did not want. The basic question was what the 
people of Bangladesh wanted or could accept. We only expressed our 
opinion that, in so far as we could understand them, they would not 
accept anything less than complete independence. There was a period of 
fiill nine months when the world powers could mediate and find out if 
any solution was possible. But all through this period these nations had 
been only advising India what to do or not to do. 

And when we were attacked, some of these countries even accused 
us of being an "aggressor". We have experienced such incidents in the 
life of our nation, as well as in international affairs. The world knows 
about it andalso the effects of these events. Many of these rich countries 
have sometimes complained that their youth followed a wrong path. 



They failed to see the effect on the youth of the gulf of difference 
between their precepts and practices. These are fundamental questions, 
which must be considered seriously. The time has now come when we 
should be far-sighted and should be prepared to do what is necessary. 

There is unity in the nation today. But we have to ensure that the 
unity we have achieved should not only be on the war front, but also 
about our fundamental ideals and ways of thinking. Only then, we shall 
have real unity, which will make the country strong and powerful. We 
are doing all that we can to fight the war that is going on. Our minds go 
to those who are fighting on the front. We pray for their victory and our 
good wishes are with all of them. We are proud of their courage, their 
bravery and the spirit with which they are trying to protect their brothers 
and sisters. We have to assure them that the people stand solidly behind 
them and are building the strength of the country to fight the war. This is 
the duty of everyone of us to build a healthy nation, a clean and 
progressive nation striding rapidly on the road to socialism to eradicate 
poverty. We have to inspire this confidence in our jawans and others. 

And while we praise our armed forces, let us not forget our brethren 
of the Mukti Bahini who had no training for war. Boys of the age of 12 
have joined the Mukti Bahini, and they have gone to the front after a few 
days of training. They are fighting with great courage. It is not an 
ordinary courage, which inspires the men and women, the old and the 
young of Bangladesh. This courage could come only out of a burning 
desire for freedom. The Bangladesh of their dreams has today become a 
reality. But her foundations are still not so strong as we wish them to be. 
We hope that their leaders and the people who are fighting bravely will 
try to build up a strong nation. Let us remember that the shooting war 
that is going on will not last long. The real fight will begin after that. The 
tale of the suffereing of the people of Bangladesh is very old. They have 
today got an opportunity to build a new, because they are free. India does 
not want to interfere in their internal affairs and will make all efforts to 
live in friendship with them and show the world how two neighbours can 
help each other without any interference in their domestic matters. We 
have to present to the world a new iedal. 

The Pakistani army now in Bangladesh is no longer a cohesive force. 
I wish they could see what the demands of the people of Bangladesh are, 
and with what enthusiasm the onward march of the Mukti Bahini and the 
Indian soldiers has been welcomed by the people. It is in the interest of 
the Pakistani army to see the reality and immediately withdraw from 
there. If this happens, the bitter feelings between them and the people of 
Bangladesh might be assuaged. A small step taken today can ensure that 



they could be good friends in the future. This would come about only if 
they withdraw from Bangladesh and return to their homes. I do not know 
how far all this could go through. However, I understand that they really 
want to do so, and have even sent messages in this connection. But it is 
the people in power in West Pakistan, sitting quietly in their homes who 
are not permitting them to return. On the contrary, India is being accused 
of all that is happening in Bangladesh. 

Some officials of the United Nations wanted to get out of Dacca. 
They requested us to stop bombing of the city so that they could easily 
get out. We told them that India agreed to their suggestion and would 
enable them to leave Dacca safely. We also told them that if they wanted 
our help they should come to Calcutta and leave in safety from there. We 
had agreed to bring them to Calcutta and assured them that they would 
not be in any danger. But when the aeroplanes flew to Dacca to bring the 
U. N. personnel the authorities at the airport did not allow the planes to 
land. And it was stated that India first permitted their evacuation and. 
later, refused to let the planes land. False propaganda is being carried on 
that India went back on her word and she did not allow the planes to 
land. Every effort is being made to make foreigners in Dacca blame 
India for the discomforts caused to them. We, on our part, have done the 
best to ensure that they are not put to any trouble and are safely 
evacuated. 

I hope you all know what you have to do in the present 
circumstances. You have to ensure that prices do not rise and that there is 
no hoarding. People should purchase only what they need and not spend 
unnecessarily. All of us, men, women and children, are in a way soldiers 
and we have to see that the country remains united and strong and that 
there is no waste. We shall get over these dark days only if we exercise 
restraint and austerity. 

I am very sad that one of our old comrades of the freedom struggle, 
the Kashmir Chief Minister, Shri Ghulam Mohammad Sadiq, died today. 
He had been ailing for several months, and had been seriously ill for the 
past two weeks, is death is a great loss to us. I met him first in 1935, and 
he was among the handful who fought for freedom in Kashmir, first 
against the Maharaja and the Britishers and afterwards against the 
Pakistanis who attacked Kashmir. In the critical period, before the arrival 
of the Indian army, he was among those handful of Kashmiris who 
prepared their people to fight the Pakistani army and irregulars. They 



rallied the people, men, women, young and old and told them of what 
India stood for. Kashmir chose to be part of India when the time came to 
make the choice. Great temptations were put before the people of 
Kashmir to make them accept the leadership of the Muslim League and 
to become an Islamic State, a comunal theoratic State. But they stuck 
firmly to their principles, which are the same as our own. They are 
taking Kashmir forward towards these ideals. We are very sad that at the 
time when we most needed Shri Sadiq's advice and wisdom, he has left 
us. However, I am sure that the people of Kashmir who loved him and 
honoured him, will adhere to the path shown by him and that the people 
of all religions will live in amity an Kashmir and eradicate the poverty 
and backwardness of their State. 

Tragedies like the present one have occurred in the lives of 
individuals and nations. The test at such moments is whelther we go 
under, or we take them in our stride. Difficulties and dangers do arise 
and we shall face them. Nothing will stop us in our march. If some 
obstacle comes in our way shall remove it. Such is the position today. I 
congratulate you all, because we stand united. We are devoting our 
energies to repelling the enemy and defeating his evil designs. 

Our enemy is not Pakistan, nor are its people. The people of Pakistan 
have been suppressed for long. Because of the war fever they might 
abuse us but they are a poor people who never had a say in their 
country's administration and would have never opted for war had they 
been told the truth. I am sure that they also want to eradicate poverty and 
put their country on its feet. Their leaders have made them dependent on 
other countries and they have been following policies which are not in 
their interests. If a poor and weak country is supplied free a large 
quantity of arms by a big nation, it does not make that country strong. 
Instead, the burden breaks its back. This predisely is what has happened. 
Because the rulers of Pakistan knew that mighty nations were at their 
beck and call, they ignored the will of their own people. They thought 
that, with surfeit of foreign money and arms, they could spurn 
democracy and ignore the will of the people. They ignored the demands 
of the Bengalis, the Baluchis and the people of the Frontier Province as 
well. I can say with all the emphasis at my command that the countries 
which have been supplying arms to Pakistan have made her weak. If 
Pakistan comes to harm today, it is they who will be responsible for it. 
These powers are unhappy with us, because we have refused such help. 



We knew that if we curtailed our own freedom, nothing could make us 
strong. If our freedom was genuine, we shall be strong, without any 
foreign aid, and we shall be able to do what we want. 

Let us all join together and march on the right path and I am sure our 
difficulties will be removed. Whether or not we are in a soldier s 
uniform, whether or not we have a gun with us, we still continue to be 
soldiers, or as good as those who are fighting on the front. We must 
perform our duties in this spirit. Only then can we give our jawans and 
the country the help they ne^. We have to march forward togedier. Only 
then can we be sure of victory. 
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FOREIGN MINISTER SARDAR SWARAN SINGH'S INTERVIEW 

TO THE NEW YORK TIMES 

December 12,1971 

The Foreign Minister of India said in an interview today (December 
12) that his Government had no territorial designs in East Pakistan and 
did not want to destroy Pakistan. 

Swaran Singh, a tall bearded man wearing a white turban and a 
Nehru jacket, also said that India would never in any way be subservient 
to the Soviet Union or any other foreign power. He added that India 
hoped to have normal relations with China. 

Mr. Swaran Singh, answering eqestions in his suite at the Carlyle 
Horel, was asked whether he though that the breakaway of East Pakistan 
as the independent nation of Bangla Desh could threaten the existence of 
Pakistan. He replied : 

"I would not call this a breakaway of East Pakistan. Geographically, 
the two units are more than 1,000 miles apart; ethnically and 
linguistically, they are different altogether. I do not see why West 
Pakistan should have any fear or apprehension, if, in the assertion of 
their right of self determination, the people of Bangla Desh succeed in 
achieving independence for Bangla Desh. 

Act of self-denial 

"We are not out to destory Pakistan. The leadership that agreed to the 
partition of India in 1947 is still living." 

Mr. Swaran Singh added that when India decided to recognise the 
Government of Bangla Desh "We made a clear announcement of India's 
intention not to have any territorial designs against the territory of 
Bangla Desh". 

"It was an act of self-denial", he said. "We did not want to get there 
as an army of occupation or having any territorial designs of Bangla 
Desh." 

Mr. Swaran Singh spoke a few moments before the White House, in 
issuing a call for a new Security Council metting, declared that the War 
on the subcontinent was taking on the character of an armed attack on 
"the very existence" of Pakistan. 





He was asked for his reaction to charges made by the Chinese 
representative in the Security Council that the Soviet Union was using 
India as a tool in a plan to encirecle China, and whether he thought that 
there was a threat of Chinese intervention if East Pakistan became 
independent. 

"I want to say categorically and very clearly that there is no question 
of India being exclusively dependent on the U. S. S. R." 

"India, ever since the independence, has established the Indian 
identity and the Indian personality has always refused, and will always 
refuse, to be a tool of any power whatsoever. We have our one policy. 
We have our own ways of working and our own objectives." 

Dil^erences between Neighbours 

"India and China are neighbours. In the recent past, and at the 
present moment, there have been differences, differences between 
neighbours are not uncommon. We believe that the people of China and 
the people of India want to live as good neighbours and that the time is 
not far off when relations will be normalised." 

"The present situation has been brought about by the conduct of 
West Pakistan's military rulers in continuing atrocities and suppressing 
results of elections. It is this unwise policy that has created a feeling of 
cohesion among the people of Bangladesh which has culminated in the 
emergence of a free Bangladesh", he replied. 

"I don't see why in such a situation the People's Republic of China 
should intervene in a matter which is, in origin and by history, a matter 
between the people of East Pakistan and West Pakistan military rulers. 
We have been dragged into this on account of the pushing of about 10 
million refugees into Indian territory." 

"I don't see how and why the Government of the People's Republic 
of China should find it necessary to intervene in the situation." 

Asked to comment on United States policies during the crisis, Mr. 
Swaran Singh said: 

"We believe that the United States with its tremendous influence on 
President (Agha Mahammed Yahya Khan) could have exercised their 
influence in bringing about reconciliation between the West Pakistan 
military leaders and the people of Bangla Desh. If the United States had 
exercised (this influence) it would have helped Pakistan to tide over this 
crisis." 



Charges of Delay Rejected 

The Foreign Minister strongly rejected the charge made by some 
delegates that India had sought to delay action in the Security Council 
and the General Assembly to give her forces time to achieve military 
victory in East Pakistan. He said: "There is no question of our gaining 
time. We never stated the war, never declared the war. But in the present 
situation that was developing, it was futile to consider the possibility of 
restoration of normal and peaceful conditions without the people of 
Bangla Desh. It is in this respect that the international community failed 
to take note of what was happening in Bangla Desh." 

"The collision course of the Pakistani Military Generals has to be 
abandoned and an atmosphare must be created for the smooth 
withdrawal of West Pakistan forces from Bangla Desh, so that the people 
of Bangla Desh can take their future in their own hands. That is the 
essential point." 
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FOREIGN MINISTER SARDAR SWARAN SINGH'S INTERVIEW 
TO N. B. C. TELEVISION (U. S. A.), DECEMBER 13.1971 

Q .—As a condition for negotiation with Pakistan, the Pakistani 
recognition of East Pakistan is given and that it is now an independent 
nation ? 

A .—I would not put it in that juridic sense, although we in India 
have recognised Bangladesh and it will take West Pakistan some time 
before they actually get reconciled to the reality. But it will be a good 
development if West Pakistani authorities—the military regime—and 
also the politicians—do recognise this reality. 

Q .—Would part of the negotiation on your side be the demand for 
the release of Sheikh Mujibur Rahman ? 

A .—We have made it absolutely clear that the release of Sheikh 
Mujibur Rahman is a circumstance which will stabilise more quickly the 
situation in Bangladesh and this stabilisation is very necessary. 

Q .—What is the condition now of U.S.-India relations after support 
of West Pakistan ? 

A.—We have noted that the United State Government did give 
support to Pakistan, and we also have a feeling that the United States 
Administration's approach to the situation was not unbiased, and, 
therefore, we are not happy about that attitude. But we have to take this 
in our stride. 

Q .—What would happen if the United State Administration were to 
continue to send help to Pakistan, including military help under the 
CENTO and SEATO alliances ? 

A.—Any help that the United States Government gives to Pakistani 
military or the rest, which might make Pakistan more intransigent, is not 
likely to be in the interest of Pakistan and is not likely to be in the 
interest of peace in this region. 
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RIGHTS OF 75 MILLION PEOPLE OF BANGLADESH TO LIFE, 
LIBERTY AND PURSUIT OF HAPPINESS 

Letter from Shrimati Indira Gandhi, Prime Minister of India, to 
His Excellency Mr. Richard Nixon, President of the United States of 
America. December 15,1971 


Dear Mr. President, 

I am writing at a moment of deep anguish at the unhappy turn which 
the relations between our two countries have taken. 

I am setting aside, all pride prejudice and passion and trying, as 
calmly as I can, to analyse once again the origins of the tragedy which is 
being enacted. 

There are moments in history when brooding tragedy and its dark 
shadows can be lightened by recalling great moments of the past. Once 
such great moment which has inspired millions of people to die for 
liberty was the Declaration of Independence by the United States of 
America. That Declaration stated that whenever any form of 
Government becomes destructive of man's inalienable rights to life, 
liberty and pursuit of hapiness, it was the right of the people to alter or 
abolish it. 

All unprejudiced persons objectively surveying the grim events in 
Bangladesh since March 25 have recognised the revolt of 75 million 
people, a people who were forced to the conclusion that neither their life, 
nor their liberty, to say nothing of the possibility of the pursuit of 
happiness, was available to them. The World Press Radio and Television 
have fiathfully recorded the story. The most perceptive of American 
scholars who are knowledgeable about the affaris of this sub-continent 
revealed the anatomy of East Bengal's frusrations. 

The tragic war, which is continuing could have been averted if 
during the nine months prior to Pakistan attack on us on December 3, the 
great leaders of the world had paid some attention to the fact of revolt, 
tried to see the realty of the situation and searched for a genuine basis 
for reconciliation. I wrote letters along these lines. I undertook a tour in 
quest of peace at a time when it was extremely difficult to leave the 
country in the hope of presenting to some of the leaders of the world the 





situation as I saw it. It was heart-breaking to find the while there was 
sympathy for the poor refugees, the disease itself was ignored. 

War could also have been avoided if the power, influence and 
authority of all the States, and above all of the United States, had got 
Sheikh Mujibur Rahman released. Instead, we were told that a civilian 
administration was being installed. Everyone knows that this civilian 
administration was a farce; today the farce has turned into a tragedy. 

Lip service was paid to the need for a political solution, but not a 
single worthwhile step was taken to bring this about. Instead , the mlers 
of West Pakistan went ahead holding farcical elections to seats which 
had been arbitraily declared vacant. 

There was not even a whisper that anyone from the outside world 
had tried to have contact with Mujibur Rahman. Our earnest plea that 
Sheikh Mujibur Rahman should be released, or that, even if he were to 
be kept under detention, contact with him might be established, was not 
considered practical on the ground that the U. S. could not urge policies 
which might lead to the overthrow of President Yahya Khan. While the 
United States recognised that Mujib was a core factor in the situation 
and that unquestionably in the long mn Pakistan must acquiesce in the 
direction of greater autonomy for East Pakistan, arguments were 
advanced to demonstrate the fragility of the situation and of Yahya 
Khan's difficulty. 

Mr. President, may I ask you in all sincerity : Was the release or 
reven secret negotiations with a single human being, namely. Sheikh 
Mujibur Rahman, more disastrous than the waging of a war ? 

The fact of the matter is that the rulers of West Pakistan got away 
with the impression that they could do what they liked because no one, 
not even the United States, would choose to take a public position that 
while Pakistan's integrity was cerainly sacrosanct, human rights, liberty 
were no less so and that there was a necessary interconnection between 
the inviolability of States and the contenment of their people. 

Mr. President, despite the continued defiance by the rulers of 
Pakistan of the most elementary facts of life, we would still have tried 
our hardest to restrain the mounting pressure as we had for none long 
nine months, and war could have been prevented had the rulers of 
Pakistan not launched a magive attack on us by bombing our airfields in 
Amirtsar, Pathankot, Srinagar, Avantitpur, Uttarlai, Jodhpur, Ambala and 
Agra in the broad day light on December 3 1971 at a time when I was 
away in Calcutta, my colleague, the Defence Minister, was in Patna and 
was due to leave further for Bangalore in the South and another senior 



colleague of mine, the Fiannce Minister, was in Bombay. The fact that 
this initiative was taken at this particular time of our absence from the 
Capital showed perfidious intentions. In the face of this, could we simply 
sit back trusting that the rulers of Pakistan or those who were advising 
them had peaceful, constructive and reasonable intent ? 

We are asked that we want. We seek nothing for ourselves. We do 
not want any territory of what was East Pakistan and now constitutes 
Bangla Desh. We do not want any territory of West Pakistan. We do 
want lasting peace with Pakistan. But will Pakistan give up its ceaseless 
and yet pointless agitation of the last 24 years over Kashmir ? Are they 
willing to give up their hate campaign and posture of perpetual hostility 
towards India ? How many times in the last 24 years have my father and 
I offered a Pact of Non-aggression to Pakistan ? It is matter of recorded 
history that each time such offer was made, Pakistan rejected it out of 
hand. 

We are deeply hurt by the innuendos and insinuations that it was we 
who have precipitated the crisis and have in any way thwarted the 
emergence of Solutions. I do not really know who is responsible for this 
calumny. During my visit to the United States, United Kingdom, France, 
Germany, Austria and Belgium, the point I emphasised publicy as well 
as privately was the immediate need for a political settlement. We 
warited nine months for it. When Dr. Kissinger came in August 1971,1 
had emphasised to him the importance of seeking an early political 
settlemet. But we have not received, even to this day, the barest 
framework of a settlement which would take into account the facts as 
they are and not as we imaging them to be. 

Be that as it may it is my earnest and sincere hope that with all the 
knowledge and deep understanding of human affairs you, as President of 
the United States and reflecting the will, the aspirations and idealism of 
the great American people, will at least let me knwo where precisely we 
have gone wrong before. Your representatives or spokesmen deal with us 
with such harshness of language. 

With regards and best wishes. 


Yours sincerely. 


Indira Gandhi 
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Foreign Minister Sardar Swaran Singh's interview on CBS Television (U.S.A) 

December 20,1971. 

COLUMBIA BROADCASTING SYSTEM'S NEWS CORRESPONDENT 
JOHN HART : In this half hour, the Foreign Minister of India is coming 
in to talk about what is coming next from Pakistan and Bangla Desh and 
India. What is new is that Pakistan has a new president today. He is 
Zulfikar Ali Bhutto, whom you saw walk out of the U. N. Security 
Council last week. He was Foreign Minister then, and now that Pakistan 
lost the war. President Yahya Khan has quit and let Bhutto take over. 
Bhutto's party won a lot of seat in the election that Yahya cancelled last 
December, most of the seats in the Wastern section of Pakistan, which is 
all that's left of it now. Bhutto said last week he won't have another 
election now since he won last time. Actually Sheikh Mujibur Rahman's 
party won a majority in the election last year, but his party was in East 
Pakistan and that's Bangla Desh now. Sheikh Mujib is a prisoner of 
Bhutto's, or else he's dead. Bhutto the one who has to negotiate with 
India now, and he says he wants back the territories that India captured. 

We have India's Foreign Minister with us this morning, Sardar 
Swaran Singh. And, gentlemen, the first question I suppose is : when do 
you start negotiating ? 

A —We will start negotiations as soon as Pakistan's leaders are ready 
to do so. 

Q —Do you have any indication of when what will be ? 

A —It's very difficult for me to say. I hope that they will start quickly. 

Q .—What will the negotiations be about, Mr. Singh ? Will you be 
aiming for a stable peace ? 

A .—That should be the objective, to have a durable peace, and, in 
that context, the reality that Bangla Desh has come to stay will have to 
be taken into consideration. That is the basic issue involved. 

Q. —So, that really is the condition for successful negotiations for a 
peace with Pakistan ? 

A .—You will call it a condition, but this has to be taken into 
consideration and any durable peace without taking into consideration 
the ^pirations of 75 million people is not realistic. 




Q. —What about the person of Sheikh Mujibur Rahman ? He has not 
yet appeared. One doesn't know whether he's alive or dead. Will that 
figure in the negotiations and in the reality of peace thereafter ? 

A. —It is our hope that he's alive, and, obviously, being the elected 
leader of the people of Bangla Desh, he will have a decisive voice in 
giving a future shape to that Bangla Desh which has come to stay—a 
Free People's Republic of Bangla Desh. 

Q. —If he is not alive, Mr. Singh, or if he is not given up by the 
Pakistanis what will that do to the negotiations ? 

A. —I presume that other leaders of the Awami League Party would 
negotiate but we do hope that Pakistan's military regime has not taken 
the extreme step of liquidating Sheikh Mujibur Rahman. He is a great 
stabilizing factor. 

Q. —Will India return that 1,400 miles or so of territory along the 
border that you captured during the fighting — in Kashmir and in 
Punjab ? 

A.—So far as the eastern sector is concerened, we recognize the 
People's Republic of Bangla Desh, and we have no intention to stay 
there even for a day longer. It all depends on how things stabilize and the 
aftermath of this conflict is clear. In the west also, we have made our 
position clear—that we have no territorial claims on Pakistani territory, 
and the negotiations should yield the result of the this thing is 
straightended out in this matter. 

Q. —But what about Kashmir, Mr. Singh—which is not really 
Pakistan ? 

A.—That is a matter which can be negotiated. There has been a war, 
there was a cease-fire, there can be another cease-fire, if it comes to that. 

Q. —But spokesmen of your government in New Delhi said that 
India would keep the territory in Kashmir which was occupied during 
the fighting of the last few weeks. 

A.—That I would say will be a matter of negotiations and there will 
be a cease-fire line just as there are cease-fire lines after every armed 
conflict. 

Q. —When will Indian forces be withdrawn from the east ? 

A.—I already said that we do not want to stay there even for a day 
longer. There are several things to be attended to. The West Pakistan 
army, who have surrendered—they have to be repatriated. There are 
risks of reprisals, and the presence of the Indian army is a great 
stabilizing factor. All these factors will have to be taken into 



consideration. That will be a matter between the Government of India 
and the Government of Bangla Desh. 

Q. —Mr. Minister, fighting between India and Pakistan, of course, 
had repercussions far beyond even these two big countries, because they 
involved politically and indirectly the Soviet Union, China, the United 
States. Can a new balance be found there ? Let's take American relations 
with India. There was this great outpouring of—at least in public 
sentiment—or anti-American felling. Is this going to colour future 
relations between India and the United States ? 

A. —We have always taken the view that this talk of balance is 
unfounded and there is no basis for it. And any actions taken by other 
powers to keep up an artificial state of balance of power is something 
which, I think is at the root of many troubles here elsewhere. You ask me 
about India-United States relations. There is no doubt that the United 
States Administration did not act in an unbiased manner. At the same 
time, the redeeming feature has been that newspapermen, leaders of 
public opinion, news media, Senators, Congressmen—they have 
appreciated the true facts of the situation. I will not venture to say that 
the state of relations has not been affected, but it all depends on how the 
Administration tackles this problem now that the shooting war is over. 

Q. —Well, what do you suggest the Administration do then, Mr. 
Singh ? 

A.—To bring about a more unbiased attitude—in relation to our 
problem. 

Q .—To bring about better relations with India, yes. Do you mean the 
recognition of Bangla Desh ? 

A. —The recognition of Bangla Desh will take time. But even 
without that, there are several postures which they adopt which do not 
give the impression of having an unbiased attitude when relations 
between India and Pakistan are concerned. 

Q .—Could you be specific, Mr. Singh ? What are those things ? 

A. —For instance, they still continue to plug the unfounded story that 
India was responsible for this war. We had to defend ourselves, and the 
war started when President Yahya Khan ordered air raids on our territory 
on the evening of the 3rd. To continue to say that India is more 
responsible for this war is an attitude which, to say the least, is not fair, 
is not just, and is not based on fact. 

Q .—What about India's future relations with China, the great 
neighbour just across the Himalaya Mountains ? 

A. —Wie have always desired that relations between India and China 
should normalize, and this will continue to be our policy. A great deal 



depends on the response that we have from China, but our policy will 
continue to be to imporve our relations with China. 

Q .—The Chinese appear terribly suspicous. At the United Nations, 
they said that the presence of Tibetan rufugees in India might be used to 
justify an Indian operation against Tibet the way, they said, that 
thepresences of refugees from East Bengal was used to justify military 
opeartions into East Pakistan. How do you feel about these accusations ? 

A .—In the first place, there is no parallel between the situation in 
Bangla Desh and the situation in Tibet. In Bangla Desh, the democratic 
wishes and aspirations of 75 million people were ruthlessly suppressed 
by military atrocities. In the case of Tibet, we have made the position 
clear that Tibet is part of China. And, as regards the refugees from Tibet 
who are with us, we have given refuge to them on humanitarian 
considerations, and we have never permitted them to indulge in any 
political activity. This suspicion, if it is genuine, is unfounded, and I 
don't see why any parallel should be drawn between the two. 

Q .—There was great concern at the United Nations, Mr. Singh, quite 
apart from the moral side of the case—the treatment of the Bengalis by 
Pakistan—great concern that the use of arms to settle what is even an 
excruciating problem between nations might be repeated elsewhere, 
because there are other Bangla Desh in the world and other neighbours 
who are not—who are not really at peace. 

A .—I do not see any basis for any such fear. For one thing, there are 
not many Bangla Deshes in other parts of the world. I can't imagine such 
a vast number of people—75 million people—having expressed 
unmistakably what they want; then that they should be suppressed in a 
military, and in a ruthless, manner. I can't see any paralled anywhere. 
There may be problems relating to the—to certain parts of or certain 
regions in other countries, but the case of Bangla Desh is'a case by itself, 
and I don't think that there need be any fear in any other country that this 
can be repeated. 



Foreign Minister Swaran Singh's Press Conference at the U.N. 

December 22,1971 

F.M. —I shall not detain you long. I extend you a very hearty 
welcome. I have no intention of making any opening statement. You can 
start straighway asking such questions as you may like. 

Q. —Do you think that the Security Council resolution last night was 
a useful one ? 

A. —I think it is useful because it highlights and stresses the 
importance of stablising the cease-fire, the principle of withdrawals also 
is accepted, and, therefore, it is a good resolution. It also indirectly 
acknowledges the reality of the situation, and there is no call for 
immediate withdrawal which, in the circumstances is impracticable. 

Q. —How does it indirectly recognise the reality ? 

A. —It does this in this respect that taking the two theatres—eastern 
and western theatres—in the eastern theatre any call for immediate 
withdrawal of troops would create a situation which obviously cannot be 
countenanced with any satisfaction. The situation there is such where a 
civil government has already been established. It is the latest information 
that we have got. The entire people are with the elected representatives, 
those who were elected in December, 1970, and they will take some time 
to establish themselves, and it is, therefore, necessary that some time 
should lapse before there can be a withdrawal of Indian troops from 
Bangla Desh. 

Q. — Are you taking any steps in consultation with other 
governments in an attempt to secure the return of Sheikh Mujibur 
Rahman to Bangla Desh ? 

A. —I have seen a press report that Sheikh Mujibur Rahman is being 
released from prison and is being moved to a house. Perhaps his physical 
comfort might improve, but unless he is released, it is immaterial 
whether he is in a jail or a house, and it is time that he is released and 
comes back to his people to give them the lead that they badly require at 
this stage. 

g.—Would you like any of the West Pakistan troops in East Pakistan 
to return to West Pakistan before he is released ? 

—I have already made a statement in the Security council that 



West Pakistan troops, as are left in East Pakistan, will in course of time 
be repatriated to West Pakistan as a result of negotiations that are bound 
to take place. After, that, the Government of Bangla Desh, constituted by 
the elected representatives, will decide as to what are their requirements, 
and we do not want to be there in Bangla Desh even for a day longer 
than may be necessary. 

Q .—Are you saying, Mr. Foreign Minister, that if West Pakistan did 
not release Sheikh Mujibur Rahman, you will still return West Pakistan 
troops ? 

A .—We attach importance to the release of Sheikh Mujibur Rahman, 
because he is the one man who can stabilise and give the right lead to the 
75 million people of Bangla Desh, and, therfore, it is necessary anyhow, 
and we would do our best along with other countries to ensure that he is 
released and goes back to his people. 

Q. —Mr. Foreign Minister, you mentioned last night two conditions 
that must take place before withdrawal. One was that all the refugees 
must return to their country. I did not quite get the second. 

A .—In fact, I mentioned in my yesterday's intervention in the 
Security Council, but it was not exhaustive in relation to the factors that 
might necessitate the stay of Indian troops in Bangla Desh. I mentioned 
some of these considerations. One was the creation of conditions where 
the refugees could return to their homes and the other important 
consideration is that the West Pakistan troops in Bangla Desh at the 
present moment face a danger of reprisals, and for their protection and 
for their repatriation also the presence of Indian troops is necessary. It is 
also necessary to ensure that the type of reprisals that are not months in 
all manner of atrocities; it is to tide over these difficulties that the 
continued presence for some time of Indian troops in Bangla Desh 
appears to be necessary. 

Q .—Can you make a guess about how long that will take ? 

A.—A great deal depends on the international community. The more 
rapid the recognition of the reality in Bangladesh by the international 
community the easier will it be for us to pull out our troops from Bangla 
Desh. But if there is no response to the continued assertion by West 
Pakistan that they have the right to send troops to Bangla Desh, that will 
be a negative factor and this will obviously delay the Indian troops 
leaving Bangla Desh. The sooner the International community 
recognises the reality that Bangla Desh has come to stay,the sooner will 
Bangla Desh move towards stability, and thus enable India to pull out 
her troops. 



Q —What is your assessment of the delay in action by the United 
Nations, particularly recalling that the Secretary-General asked the U. N. 
to take some sction last summer ? 

A .—It is not-for me to comment upon that. All of you are fully 
familiar with it. I think the main reason was that there as reluctance on 
the part of a number of countries to take some action for stopping the 
atrocities and for stopping the movement of refugees from Bangla Desh, 
treating this as an internal affairs of Pakistan. But in the context of what 
is any country's internal affair, if it causes an external problem of the 
magnitude that India faced when India recived ten million refugees, then 
obviously it ceases to be an internal matter, and the reluctance of the 
international community to tackle this aspect is mainly responsible for 
inaction which ultimately resulted in encouraging the West Pakistan 
military regime to go on with the atrocities which were being committed 
against the innocent and unarmed people of Bangla Desh. 

Q .—You must have seen comments in the Press—I have in mind 
the British Press—which says that the sub-continent—in the political 
analysis of the situation—is now wide open to big power—three 
powers—struggle that many transcend the entire rivalry between 
Pakistan and India. 

A.—We in India have never accepted the concept of a balance of 
power—a subject about which many western commentators have aired 
their views. It is for the people living in that region to work out their 
destiny and their future, and I have no doubt in my mind that with her 
traditions of democratic institutions, with the tradition of working out a 
federal democratic system, India will definitely provide the stability that 
is necessary. We have demonstrated even in this Indo-Pakistan conflict 
that we had no territorial designs against Pakistan, even though we are in 
full occupation of Bangla Desh still we have said from the very 
beginning that it is for the people of Bangla Desh to work out their 
future, and if the people in the various parts of the sub-continent are 
encouraged by the international community to decide their won future 
and to mould their own destiny, there will not be any scope for any 
outside interference. It is our earnest hope that any talk of external 
interference would not take any concrete shape. 

g.—Would you give us your reaction to the change of presidency in 
Pakistan. 

A. —Mr. Bhutto is no doubt the democratically elected leader of 
West Pakistan, because his party did have a clear majority in West 
Pakistan. It is significant to mention that he was content to be Deputy 



Prime Minister under Mr. Nurul Amin, who was designated as Prime 
Minister. But there is now recognition of the change in the situation and 
Nurul Amin now appears to be satisfied in accepting Vice-Presidentship. 
This indicates that Mr. Bhutto himself realises that he is the leader of 
West Pakistan, rather than of the whole of Pakistan, because his party 
did not get a single seat in Bangla Desh. So, we will be prepared to ded 
with whoever may be the head of government in Pakistan and Mr. 
Bhutto is as good as anyone else. 

Q .—When will these negotiations take place, Mr. Singh ? 

A.—We are prepared to start them immediately and I am not sure 
whether Pakistan is yet ready to do so. May be, on account of the big 
changes, the overhaul of their defence forces and the rest, they may take 
some time before they are ready to start negotiations. On our side, we 
are prepared to start strightway. 

Q .—Do you consider the release of Sheikh Mujibur Rahman a 
condition which has to be fulfilled before you start negotiations ? 

A .—My own assessment is that, on the political level, things in 
Pakistan are likely to move quite swiftly. Whereas the military generals 
always had a military approach. President Bhutto is likely to m^e swift 
political moves and obviously the political move which is likely to be 
made is to try to persuade Sheikh Mujib, and in that connection, I think, 
the early release of Sheikh Mujibur Rahman, cannot be ruled out. We 
would very much like him to be released. 

Q .—Does not the threat of Mr. Bhutto to fight on disturb you at all ? 

A .—It is not a very happy thought that after becoming President his 
first speech should be that he wants to continue the fight. I do not 
know—continue to fight for what ? And the fact that the Pakistani 
Deligation has accepted the Security Council resolution that was adopted 
yesterday, does indicate that their actual approach and response is not the 
same as the extremist statement by President Bhutto. 

Q .—Where do you expect these negotiations would take place ? 

A .—Any place. We have no strong views. We are prepared to go to 
any place for these negotiations. We are prepared to go to Islamabad and 
we will welcome them if they want to come to Delhi. 

Q .—Would you tell us whether you consider the assistance of a 
special representative of the Secretary-General useful in such 
negotiations ? 

A .—So far as the utility of the Secretary-General's representative for 
tackling the humanitarian aspect is concerned, it will be a welcome 
move. But these other political talks are a bilateral matter between India 



and Pakistan, and, in retrospect, let us remember that whereas the 
international community here in the United Nations was still struggling 
with the problem, the two parties did bring about a cease-fire. It shows 
that the two sides have a capacity to deal with the situation as it develops 
and also can take concrete steps although a war was going on to 
conclude the cease-fire arrangements, although the initiative in this case 
came from Prime Minister Indira Gandhi who offered a unilateral cease¬ 
fire. 

Q .—To what extent do you think the Soviets control India ? I mean 
India's reputation of neutrality. 

A.—India's reputation for being a non-aligned country has increased 
as a result of the Indo-Soviet treaty, because the Indo-Soviet treaty 
definitely recognises that India is a non-aligned country, and the 
U.S.S.R. first perhaps in any formal document has also admitted the 
validity of the concept of non-alignment as a factor for place and 
stability in the world. So, the Indo-Soviet treaty in fact highlights the 
importance of non-alignment in the concept of international peace. 

Q .—I need hardly tell you that this is not the kind of thinking in 
Washington. 

A.—Washington have their own method of assessing situations, and 
I think as time passes, the Administration in Washington will also realise 
that India is a country mature enough and big enough to look after its 
won interests and is not dependent on the particular support of any 
country, nor is it terribly afraid of the irritations that might be in the 
minds of other countries. These are things which a country like India has 
to take in tis stride, and things will definitely fall in proper perspective as 
time passes. 

Q .—You spoke about negotiations—bilateral negotiations. Will they 
be bilateral negotiations or will they be trilateral too ? 

A.—There will be several points for which there will be trilateral 
negotiations also, particularly in relation to Bangla Desh. But for the 
western theatre the talks used not be trilateral, they will essentially be 
bilateral. 

Q .—We hear, Mr. Minister, it is being said that in this problem it is 
inheren that the Jammu and Kashmir case may be re-opened with the 
possibility that adminisions may be re-awakened. 

A.—Jammu and Kashmir is an integral part of India. It is governed 
by the Constitution of India, and after the atrocities committeed by the 
West Pakistani military regime in Bangla Desh, when they suppossed 
democratic urges of the dpeople of Bangal Desh, any talk of self- 
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determination, a concept about which Pakistan has always been 
stressing, becomes meaningless. At any rate, I do not see why the 
emergence of Bangla Desh as an independent country should have any 
effect of Jammu and Kashmir. 

Q .—How do you assess the role of Britain and France in the 
Security Council ? 

A .—Britain and France have shown a greater understanding of the 
realities of the situation, and ultimately, in retrospect, their stand appears 
to be justified, because their main approach was that any resolution 
which has not got a chance of going through the Security Council is not 
likely to yield any useful result, and, in retrospect, this approach has 
turned out to be a realistic approach, and therefore we in India appreciate 
that they adopted an attitude where they did realise the reality of the 
situation. The reality was the will of 75 million people of Bangla Desh. 

Q. —Mr. Foreign Minister, to take you out of such a tense topic ... 

A .—It is not tense at all. 

Q .—How do you fell about the new Secretary-General as you will 
have to do a lot of business with him ? 

A .—I have known Ambassador Waldheim for a long time, and I 
think that it is a very good choice, and he is likely to play a very useful 
role in serving the international community. 



‘(?f& m ^«:iT's c^TO 

LET PAKISTAN SPEAK FOR HERSELF 

NOW 0 0 0 

In ten days I might not be here in Rawalpindi. I will be off fighting a 
war. 

(President Yahya Khan, reported by A.P. Nov. 25, 1971.) 

I will not meet Mrs. Gandhi. She doesn't like my guts. But that 
doesn't bother me becuase she is neither a woman nor a ststesman by 
wanting to be both. 

She does not have the qualities of her father. If I have to meet her, I 
will say-shut up woman. Leave me alone. 

(Interview with President Yaha Khan, published in Le Figaro 

Paris, Sept. 1, 1971.) 

The people did not bring me to power. I came myself. 

(President Yahya Khan at a press conference, reported in Time 

magazine, Aug. 2, 1971.) 

It is time for Jehad and not for party politics or transfer of power. 

(Maulvi Farid Ahmed, Vice-President, Pakistan Democratic 
Party, Pakistan Times, Lahore, May 12, 1971.) 

It is an exercise in futility to bring India to the right path through 
protests and warnings. She understands the language of force only and 
Pakistan should now follow only that course. 

(Kohista, Lahore, Aug. 6, 1971) 

Our army is full prepared and now we do not need any notice for 
waging war. 

(Big. Mohammad Yusuf, Deputy Sub-Martial Law Administrator, 

Jang, Karachi, Sept. 10, 1971) 

War with India would be the final one between the two nations and 
shall be fought on the basis of religion. 

(Sarder Abdul Qayyum Khan, Presdient, Government of Pakistan- 
occupied Kashmir, Dawn, Karachi, Sept. 19, 1971.) 

The Pakistan Government should get the nation ready for Jehad 
against India. 

(Chief of the Jamaat-e-Islami Party in Sindh Province, reported 

in Jang, Karachi, Sept. 29,1971.) 





It is in Pakistan's own interest to have a direct armed confrontation to 
teech her neighbour the lesson which she seems to have forgotten so 
soon after the 1965 war. 

(Maulana Mufti Mahmood, Secretary-General of Jamaat-e-Islaro. Party 
reported in Pakistan Times, Lahore, Aug. 30, 1971.) 

Crush India. We will be victorious. 

(A sticker on vehicles in Karachi. Jang, Karachi, Oct. 8, 1971.) 

The Muslims of the sub-continent have been at war with the Hindus 
of India for over 1000 years and this confomtation will continue until 
our disputes with India are solved. 

(Mr. Z. A. Bhutto, reported in Pakistan Times, Lahore, Dec. 21, 1970.) 

The people of Gilgit and Baltistan are on strike since March 1 to 
protest against what is described as the reign of terror let loose by the 
administration. It is said that the administration has ruthlessly suppressed 
political activity and denied the residents their civil liberties. 

(Pakistan Observer, March 7, 1971.) 

There is need to reactivate the Kashmir issue at the prople's level. 
Emancipation cannot be achieved on table. Determined people had 
always snatched it through sacrifices. 

(Sarder Abdul Qayyum Khan, President, Government of Pakistan- 
occupied Kashmir, Dawn, Karachi, May 12, 1971.) 

Without joining Jammu and Kashnndr with Pakistan it has become 
difficult or us to live peacefully. 

(Sarder Abdul Qayyum Khan, President Government of Pakistan- 
occupied Kashmir, Pakistan Times, Lahore, Aug. 31, 1971.) 

Mr. K. H. Khurshid, President of J & K Liberation League (proved 
up be Pakistan), declared that the responsibility for curbing and 
denuding the Azad Kashmir Government of all power lay with the 
Government of Pakistan. As a first measure. It was essential to 
reorganise the Azad Kashmir Government. 

(Pakistan Times, Lahore, Jan. 9,1971.) 

The General Secretary of the Pakistan Christian Democratic Council 
Mr. N. Patras, along with an 85-year old man. Baba Samuel, went on 
hunger strike on Monday to protest against the alleged disrespect shown 
to churches in some districts of Punjab. 

Mr. Patras told newsmen that the violent demonstrations going on in 
the country for some time past against the publication of the book 
"Turkish Art of Love in Pictures" has been diverted against the 



Christians in the country for some time past and their holy places were 
being attacked. 

{Pakistan Times, Lahore, Jan. 19, 1971.) 

Mr. Abdul Hahz Karder, Member-elect of the Punjab Assembly and 
a former Pakistan cricket Captain, has urged the government to instruct 
the Pakistan Hockey Federation not to invite India to the World Cup 
Hockey Tournament being held here (Lahore) in February. 

He was speaking at a reception hosted by the sportsmen of Punjab at 
the Y.M.C.A. Hall. Mr. Kardar said that confrontation with India at all 
levels was a major foreign plicy plank in the manifesto of the Pakistan 
People's Party, and the visit of the Indian team to Pakistan would militate 
against the people's mandate to his party in the recent elections. 

{Morning News, Dacca, Dec. 30,1970.) 

After having talks for a few minutes with the hijackers (who had 
hijacked the Indian Airlines plane to Lahore), Mr. Bhutto said, "We are 
with you." 

{Pakistan Times, Lahore, Feb. 1, 1971.) 

Mohammad Ashraf, one of the two hijackers, told newsmen who 
went to Lahore airport that the Pakistan People's Party Chairman, Mr. Z. 
A. Bhutto, had advised them to leave everything to him. 

Mr. Bhutto had gone to see the hijackers immediately after his return 
from Dacca. 

{Pakistan Observer, Ptb. 1, 1971.) 

In an airport interview, Mr. Bhutto said he ahd instructed his party 
men in Lahore to establish contact with the Jammu and Kashmir 
National Liberation Front (propped up by Pakistan) in order to assist the 
two brave hijackers in every possible way. Mr. Bhutto praised the valour 
of the two youthful hijackers. 

{Dawn, Karachi, Feb. 4,1971.) 

The Awami League Chief, Sheikh Mujibur Rahman, deplored the 
blowing up of the hijacked Indian plane at Lahore and urged the 
Government to hold an enquiry into the matter and to take effective 
measures to prevent interested quarters from exploiting this situation for 
their nefarious ends. 

{Morning News, Dacca. Feb. 4,1971.) 

I have prepared a list of all those journalists who have tried to 
malign myj)arty (during the elections) and all of them will be fixed up. 

(Mr. Z. A. Bhutto, reported in Pakistan Times, Lahore, Dec. 21 1970.) 



The Pakistan People's Party had won majority in the Provincial 
Assemblies of Punjab and Sindh. The real power of the Centre lay in 
these two provinces. No government at the Centre, therefore, could be 
run without the PPP's cooperation. 

(Mr. Z. A. Bhutto, reported in Pakistan Times, Lahore, Dec. 21, 1970.) 

Punjab and Sindh can no longer aspire to be the bastions of power. 
The democratic struggle of the people is aimed against such "bastions of 
power." 

(Mr. Tajuddin Ahmed now Prime Minister of Bangla Desh, Dawn, 

Karachi, Dec. 22, 1970.) 

Attempts were even made to cruelly regiment the society so that the 
Bengali culture could no longer flourish. Even some of the music which 
indeed spoke the language of heart was totally banned. In the name of 
Islam, the most popular Tagore songs were not broadest by radio or 
television. It was a part of the planned machination to reduce the people 
of East Pakistan to the status of third class citizens. 

(Sheikh Mujibur Rahman reported in Pakistan Times, Lahore, 

Jan. 1, 1971.) 

Pakistan is a Muslim country and here no secular or communist 
constitution can work. 

(Maulana Syed Abdul A1 Maudoodi, Chief of the Jamaat-e-Islami Party, 

Dawn, Karachi, Jan 4, 1971.) 

Speaking to newsman in Dacca. Sheikh Mujibur Rahman observed 
that the Awami League had the absolute majority not only in Bangla 
Desh but in the whole country. It was in a position to frame the 
Constituion. But his party would seek cooperation from Mr. Bhutto and 
others. 

{Pakistan Observer, Jan. 30, 1971) 

The Awami League Chief, Sheikh Mujibur Rahman, has dismissed 
as utterly false the allegation that his party was seeking to impose the 
six-point scheme upon West Pakistan. 

He said that if the federating units of West Pakistan did not wish to 
have precisely the same degree to autonomy as Bangla Desh or wished 
to cede certain additional powers to the Centre or to establish certain 
regional institutions, the six-point formula does not at all stand in their 
way. 

The Awami League Chief said that his party had never taken the 
position that the six-points would be imposed on the federating units of 
West Pakistan. 


{Dawn, Karachi, Feb. 25,1971.) 



Mr. Zulfiqar Ali Bhutto, Chairman of the Pakistan People's Party, has 
demanded postponement of the National Assembly session. He has said 
that the PPP would launch a great movement if the National Assembly 
session was held in the absence of 85 members of his party. Mr. Bhutto 
said the PPP expected the people of Pakistan to take full revenge on the 
people who might choose to attend the Assembly session, on their return 
from Dacca. If the people failed to take the revenge, the PPP itself would 
take action against them. He said if any member of his party attended the 
session, the party workers would liquidate him. 

(Down, Karachi, March, 1, 1971.) 

Mr. Nurul Amin, President of the Pakistan Democratic Party, said in 
a statement that he was stunned at the sudden announcement of the 
postponement of the sitting of the National Assembly indefinitely. 

(Dawn, Karachi, March 2, 1971.) 

Mr. Ali Ahad, General Secretary, Bengal National League (Ahad 
Group), in a statement said : "The dramatic announcement of the 
postponement of the National Assembly session is a prelude to 
sabotaging the restoration of the sovereignty of the people and the 
transfer of power to the representatives of the people." 

(Dawn, Karachi, March 2, 1971.) 

Air Marshal (Retd.) Nur Khan has accused certain advisers of the 
President and some bureaucrats of having asked certain political parties 
not to attend the National Assembly session. Bureaucracy has ruled the 
country. It is afraid of people's rule. So the world 'democratic 
government' sounds like death knell to the bureaucrats. They found Mr. 
Bhutto as a tool to serve them. Mr. Bhutto has a singular ambition of 
coming into power. The bureaucrats found in him a sycophant who was 
prepared to see the country disintegrated so that he could hold his way 
over the west wing all alone. 

(Jasarat, Karachi, March 7, 1971.) 

Prominent intellectuals, journalists, political, social, cultural and 
trade union and student, body workers have called for an immediate 
transfer of power to the elected representatives of the people. 

In a joint statement, they expressed grave concern over the political 
situation obtaining in Pakistan. 

They felt that by remaining peaceful, the East Pakistan people had 
given practical proof of the fact that they stood for national solidarity 
and integrity like their compatriots from the west wing. 

(Dawn, Karachi, March 10, 1971.) 

Mian Mumtaz Mohammad Khan Daultana. Chief of the Council 
Muslim League, has observed that Sheikh Mujibur Rahman's demands 



are quite reasonable and should be accepted to end the present political 
crisis in Pakistan. 

{Dawn, Karachi, March 14, 1971.) 

Malik Hamid Sarfraz, General Secretary of the Punjab Awami 
League, has said that Mr. Z. A. Bhutto has created an unhealthy 
atmosphere in the country's politics as he apprehended his inability to 
fulfil his promises to the people. He has also said that the administration 
in the eastern wing is running under the orders of Sheikh Mujibur 
Rahman and if at all he had any inclination towards separation he could 
have carried it out easily. But it has become crystal clear that it is Mr. 
Bhutto and not Sheikh Mujibur Rahman who thought of secession. 

{Dawn, Karachi, March 17, 1971.) 

President Yahya Khan held talks with Sheikh Mujibur Rahman to 
resolve the constitutional crisis in the country. 

When correspondents congratulated Sheikh Mujibur Rahman on his 
birthday, the Awami League Chief said, "What is my birth day ? What is 
my death day ? I am with my people. There is no security of my people. 
They are dying. 

{Pakistan Times, Lahore, March 18, 1971.) 

The Baluchistan Branch of the Pakistan National Awami Party (Wali 
group) has demanded at a meeting that power be transferred to Sheikh 
Mujibur Rahman and Martial Law lifted forthwith. The meeting also 
strongly opposed Mr. Bhutto's proposal to make the minority party share 
in the transfer of power by setting up two parallel Governments in the 
country. 

{Dawn, Karchi, March 19, 1971.) 

(Regarding U.N. Secretary-General, U Thant's expression of his 
grave concern over Sheikh Mujibur Rahman's trial): 

U Thant's reactions to Sheikh Mujibur Rahman's trial are tantamount 
to an interference in the internal affairs of Pakistan... It is an insult to 
humanity itself to plead the case of a traitor in the name of humanity. 

(Mashriq, Karachi, Aug 18, 1971.) 

The people of Pakistan can never excuse U Thant for his uncalled for 
interference in the internal affairs of the country. 

{Kohistan, Lahore, Aug. 17,1971.) 

The Pakistan Government is to be blamed for having delayed the 
execution of Sheikh Mujibur Rahman and given time to the world 
powers to intervene... The Government should have followed the 
examples of Morocco, Sundan and Egypt where the traitors were 
executed without any delay. 


{Nawm Waqt, L^ore, Aug. 16,1971.) 



The Pakistan Government should release immediately all political 
prisoners. Government should lift restrictions on the political leaders, 
withdraw warrants and cases against political workers and student 
leaders. It is most unfortunate that many people have been put behind 
the bars without trial simply because of having a different view-point on 
various vital political and economic issues facing the country. 

(Mir Ghaus Bux Bizenjo, President, Baluchistan National Awami Party 
(Wali Group), reported in Dawn, Karachi, Sept. 30, 1971.) 

...AND EARLIER 

"Two nations, Mr. Jinnah ! Confronting each other in every 
province ? every twon ? every village ?" 

"Two nations. Confornting each other in every province. Every 
town ? Every Village. That is the only solution." 

"That is a very terrible solution, Mr. Jinnah." 

"It is a terrible solution. But it is the only one." 

(Mr. M. A. Jinnah in an interview with Edward Thompson, quoted 
in Enlist India for Freedom, London, 1940, p. 52.) 

Pakistan can only be achieved by shedding blood, and if the 
opportunity arises, the blood of non-Muslims must be shed for Muslims 
are no believers in ahimsa (non-violence). 

(Sardar Abdur Rab Nishtar, July 30, 1946.) 

Pakistan is under no obligation, international or otherwise, that 
prevents her from sending her troops to Kashmir. 

(Sir Mohammed Zafarullah Kahan, Pakistan's Foreign Minister, in 

Karachi, Sept. 8, 1948.) 

Addressing a cheering crowd, lakhs in number, from the window of 
the Press Room in the Prime Minister's House, Mr. Liaquat Ali Khan, 
declared : "From today onwards, our symbol is this", and he held his 
clenched fist out of the window. 

(Report in Dawn, Karachi, July 28,1951.) 

If the U. N. proves to be a band of thieves, we will have nothing to 
do with it. We will prove that we can liberate Kashmir with the strength 
of our arms. 

(Mian Mumtaz Daultana, Chief Minister of Punjab, reported in 

Za/.,/m/ar, Lahore, Jan. 17,1952.) 

If we have to get Kashmir, we will get it with the force of our arm. 

" (Mian Mumtaz Daultana, Chief Minister of Punjab, reported in 

Ehsan, Lahore, Sept. 1,1952.) 



If we want to live according to the dictates of Islam and mould 
ourselves in the true Islamic pattern, we will have to test our enemies 
with the might of our sword... I warn Nehru that if he does not change 
his attitude, Pakistanis will not hesitate to march to Delhi and teach a 
lesson to the Indians. 

(Mr. A. M. Quraishi, Member of the Legislative Assembly of West 
Pakistan, reported in Mussalman, Karachi, March 8, 1956.) 

They (India and Mr. Nehru) can only be answered by conquering 
Kashmir with the help of the U. S., U. K., and the SEATO and Baghdad 
Pacts... 

(Nai Roshni, Karachi, April 1, 1956.) 

We should stop negotiations with India and prepare for the final 
settlement. The final settlement can only come through war. God is with 
us. 

(Pir Elahi Baksh, former Chief Minister of Sind, reported in 

Nai Roshni, Karachi, April 16, 1956.) 

We are prepared to sign defence pacts, both offensive and defensive, 
with any country which is prepared to help us against our one enemy— 
India. 

(Sardar Abdur Rab Nishtar, Presdient, Muslim League, in 

Lahore, Nov. 26, 1956.) 

...We want them (Britain in the Baghdad Pact) for our defence 
purposes... Our first duty is to strengthen our defence particularly against 
India no matter what others might say. 

(Malik Firoz Khan Noon, Pakistan's Foreign Minister, 
reported in Pakistan Times, Lahore, Dec. 8, 1956) 

We are very gravely apprehensive of communistic domination, 
infiltration and aggression. We desire to keep ourselves as far away as 
we can from coming under their influence... Peace in the world is really 
in the hands of the free democracies. 

(Mr. H.S. Suhrawardy, Prime Minister of Pakistan, at a press 
conference in Los Angeles, reported in Civil and Military 

Gazette, Lahore, July 17, 1957.) 

It is difficult to believe that a Prime Minister of Pakistan can stand 
up in Parliament and say that for eleven years we have given nothing but 
threats of war to India to settle the Kashmir dispute. And yet Mr. Noon 
did it on Monday. 


{Leader, Karachi, Sept. 3, 1958.) 



Man still continues to be the first and most effective weapon of war 
and Pakistanis being the best fighting force can meet any challenge 
thrown by India or wester countries to preserve and protect their 
freedom. 

(Chaudhury Ghulam Abbas, President, Jammu and Kashmir Muslim 
Conference, reported in Dawn, Karachi, Dec. 22, 1962.) 

It has become a practice with the unpopular government of Pakistan 
for always dub the popular democratic forcess of the country as Indian 
agents. 

(Songbad, Dacca, Dec. 8, 1964.) 

From some time now, the rulers are not depending simply on police 
excesses to crush the democratic upsurge of the vast masses against 
autocratic rule, but following in the footsteps of Hitler and Mussolini 
have let loose a band of hired hooligans on the innocent unarmed 
countrymen. 

{The Daily Ittefaq, Dacca, Dec. 10, 1964.) 

After capturing power in 1958 Ayub Khan proposed to India a joint 
defence pact against the danger from the North, Late that danger 
vanished, as if by magic, and overnight the North became friendly and 
side by side a relentless Jehad of anit-Indian utterances was launched. As 
usual a hue and cry was raised about Kashmir. It looks as though the 
rulers of Pakistan have made up their mind to stir up some trouble 
against India. 

("Bhimrool" in The Daily Ittefaq, Dacca, Dec. 13, 1964.) 

To frustrate the Indian move to merge Kashmir with the Indian 
Union, more than one thousand freedom fighters will cross the cease-fire 
line after Id. 

{Mashriq, Lahore, Jan. 29, 1965.) 

Jehad is the only answer to merger moves; Pakistan should quit 
U.N. 

{Jang, Karachi, Feb. 1, 1965.) 

We are not afraid of war and we will not hesitate to go to war when 
the time comes, 

(Dawn, Karachi, March 11, 1965.) 

Let us prepare for war, a Jehad. 

(Dawn, Karachi, March 22, 1965.) 

I request our soldier President to hit now, as protests will not do. 

(Dawn, Karachi, March 22, 1965.) 



The corrupt political system imposed on the country cannot be 
compared with democracy. 

(Jhe Daily Ittefaq, Dacca, March 23, 1965.) 

The 1956 democratic constitution has been set aside. The people 
have been deprived of all fundamental and democratic rights. Even adult 
franchise, which had prevailed even under foreign rule and by which 
Pakistan had been established, has been taken away from the people. 
Economic emancipation of the masses is today a distant dream. Today's 
Government has given unrestricted opportunity to a handful of 
millionaires and capitalists to pile up their profits in contrast to the 
extreme poverty and bankruptcy of 10 crores of people. A few vested 
interests are the sole beneficiaries of our industrial and economic 
development. Hunger and poverty of millions of people on the one side, 
and prosperity and riches of handful of people on the other—this is the 
portrait of Paldstan today. 

(Songbad, Dacca, March 23, 1965.) 

We are bitterly against those whose vision in clouded by the instinct 
of self-preservation and to them any means, moral or immoral, is good if 
it can serve their personal ends, the objective being self-interest rather 
than the interest of the country. 

(Miss Fatima Jinnah's Idmessage, published in Dawn, Karachi. 

April 13, 1965). 

Jehad is the only way to solve the Kashmir problem. 

{Pakistan Times, Lahore, April 28,1965) 

When the fight in the Rann was on, India's only aircraft carrier 
Vikrant, and several tankers had to run away in the Arabian Ocean at the 
sight of the single submarine of Pakistan. 

{Jang, Karachi, May 3, 1965.) 

Thousands of Razakars are ready to break the cease-fire line and 
march into Kashmir to the rescue of their brothers. 

(Sarder Rahmatullah, State Councilor, reported in Pakistan Times, 

Lahore, May 17,1965) 

The Pakistan Government should renounce her obligations in regard 
to the cease-fire line and give a free hand to Kashmiris in reorganising 
themselves for launching a full-fledged Jehad. 

(Sardar Abdul Qayyum Khan, reported in Dawn, Karachi, 

May 25,1965.) 

The fact that during the last seven years or so we have not been able 
to give the people even a simple election to choose a representative 



Government of their own is hardly a good testimony of our work. Key 
positions excepting in two departments are entirely manned by non- 
Kashmiris... It is no use glossing over the unpalatable fact that during 
our stay in Azad Kashmir we have made ourselves thoroughly 
unpopular. 

{Civil and Military Gazzette, Lahore, June 5, 1965.) 

We will consider it a great fortune to receive Chinese support in 
meeting any conspiracy of India. 

{Azad, Dacca, June 6, 1965) 

Today there is disparity not only in the economic sphere, but also in 
the administrative services, in executive power and the legislative field, 
because any legislation is subject to the veto of the President. There is 
great disparity in the defence services... The East Pakistanis are not 
anybody’s chicken-feed, and do not intend to be... Policy in many 
spheres is being laid down without the opinion and interests of this 
province being consciously and strongly kept in view... All these would 
not have meant much if we had a genuine parliamentary democratic 
system where the responsibility for ultimate policy-making would be of 
a cabinet responsible to a sovereign Parliament. 

(Mr. Nurul Amin, in the East Pakistan Assembly, Pakistan Observer, 

Dacca, July 6, 1965.) 

In the event of war with India, Pakistan troops would march up to 
Delhi, would occupy the Red Fort and hoist the Pakistan flag on it. 

{Pakistan Times, Lahore, July 11, 1965, reporting the proceeding 

of the National Assembly.) 

The exploitation of East Pakistan by West Pakistan can be judged 
from the fact that one can see West Pakistan officials in every village of 
East Pakistan. 

(Mr. A. M. Kanraruzzaman speaking in the National Assembly 

Pakistan Times, Lahore, July 20, 1965.) 

India is trying to convince the world that the weapons used by the 
freedom fighters could have come only from Pakistan. It is foolish to 
believe that any popular resistance against alien rule can remain long 
wifliout arms in the world of today. 

{Pakistan Times, Lahore, Aug. 17, 1965.) 

Kashmiris are not a party to the cease-fire agreement and it is within 
their right.to cross the cease-fire line. 


{Dawn. Karachi, Aug. 22, 1965.) 
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MINISTER PLEADS FOR EARLY RECOGNITION 

New Delhi, April 18 (PTI)—The West Bengal Minister for Food 
and Dairy Development, Mr. K. K. Moitra today demanded the 
immediate recognition of Bangla Desh. 

At a Press conference here, the Minister feared that if India delayed 
the recognition further and if the present massacre of innocent people in 
Bangla Desh went on for long, "the situation in West Bengal might be 
aggravated". 

Pleading for the immediate recognition of Bangla Desh, Mr. Moitra 
said the new-born State fulfilled all the four conditions—population, 

territory. Government organisation and soverignty—for being accorded 
recognition. 

What had happening in Bangla Desh, he said, was nothing but a 
national democratic revolution. The West Bengal Minister wanted the 
Press and All India Radio "to expose thoroughly the role played by 
China" which was helping West Pakistan to crush "this mighty 
revolution" 

The West Bengal Government Mr. Moitra said, was anticipating a 
"huge influx" of refugees from East Bengal and was maintaining 
constant touch with the Central Government to tackle the problems 
effectively. 

Nearly a lakh of refugees had already arrived in West Bengal and 
arrangements had been made to provide 400 grammes of rice daily to 
each adult. Children being given 200 grammes of rice per day. 

There fefugee problem, he warned, would worsen in the coming 
months and he wanted the Centre to come forward with Liberal funds to 
help the State Government. 

Mr. Moitra also emphasised the need for providing shelter to the 
refugees in interior areas as it was "hazardous" to keep them in 
temporary centres on the borders for long. He wanted the temporary 
centres to be run by charity organisation like the Rama Krishna Mission. 

Prof. Shibben Lai Saksena, MP and president of the Samavadi 
Congress Party, also called for the immediate recognition of Bangla 
Desh as "a soverign independent republic". 




He went a step further and said India should send her armise in to 
Bangla Desh "on a mission of mercy" to stop the genocide that was 
going on there. 

Mr. Shashi Bhushan, the Congress (N) MP said in a statement today 
after his three-day tour of the border areas in the esterm sector of West 
Bengal that he was convinced of the need to give immediate recognition 
to Bangla Desh. 

Though greatly handicapped by lack of modern arms, the Bangla 
Desh forces, he said, were giving a sustained fight to the heavily armed 
West Pakistani troops. 

He urged the Government of India to recognise the newly-formed 
Government of Bangla Desh without any further delay. 

Cochin : The working committee of the Kerala Statre Indian Union 
Muslim League today condemned the mass killings perpetrated by the 
Pakistanis in East Bengal and "pledged" its solidarity with the 
Government of India's stand on the Bangla Desh Developments, 
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W. BENGAL WANTS ALL STATES TO COME TO THE AID 

OF REFUGEES 

Centre Promises to bear Entire Relief Expenditure 
By Our Special Representative 

After taking serious not of the alarming rise in the rate of influx of 
evacuees from Bangladesh, the West Bengal Cabinet is understood to 
have decided on Wednesday to tell the Centre immediately that the State 
Government just cannot provide food, shelter and health facilities for 
them single handed and that the responsibility should be shared by all 
other States since they also have been supporting the cause of Bangla 
Desh. 

According to our Special Representative in Delhi, Mr. R. K. 
Khadilkar, Minister of Labour, Employment and Rehabilitation, said 
there that the Centre would bear the entire expenditure involved in 
providing relief to the refugees coming from East Bengal. 

The State Government's point of concern was that in a little over 10 
days over 273,000 evacuees had crossed over to West Bengal seeking 
shelter, and that at this rate the total might go much beyond the one 
million mark soon Neither the State's economy nor the Government's 
existing resources could cope with this problem. 

Even in a normal year, as in 1970, when the total influx of refugees 
was about 226,000, the State Governemt had insisted on having the 
displaced persons dispersed to various centres throughout India within a 
fortnight of their reporting in the reception centres along the border. This 
was done mainly keeping in view the problem of accommodation, and 
the Centre had agreed to that position. 

The position according to the State Government, should be treated as 
much more complicated this time. Most of those who are coming over 
will not have to be treated as refugees requiring rehabilitation facilities 
but will have to be fed, sheltered and cared for till such time. As 
conditions in Bangla Desh improve sufficiently to enable them to return. 

What the State Government feels now is that the problem of 
evacuees needs to be treated at the national level and should not be left 
to be dealt with directly by the West Bengal Government alone. And sine 
all the State Governments are committed to supporting the Bangladesh 





cause, they should now be persuaded by the Centre to come forward to 
share the burden of evacuees. 

Gesture Appreciated 

The State Government, of course, appreciated the Centre's gesture in 
promising full financial commpensation to the State Government for the 
maintenance of the evacuees. But this. West Bengal Government thinks, 
solves .only a small part of the overall problem. 

The Cabinet, meanwhile, has named a sub-committee, comprising 
the Minister of Finance, Mr. Tarun Kanti Ghosh, PWD Minister, Mr. 
Santosh Roy and the Rehabilitation Minister, Mr. Ananda Mohan Biswas 
to coordinate relief measures for the evacuees. Moreover, some of the 
Ministers are going out to different border districts to make a fresh 
assessment of the situation. 

Our Special Representative in New Delhi adds : Mr. Khadikar did 
not naturally want to specify the amount, but having "regard to 
humanitarian considerations", the Centre was prepared to bear the 
"heavy burden" and would give "whatever money is required" to help 
the large number of people being forced out of East Bengal. 

Till today about 273,299 people have crossed the border, Mr. 
Khadilker added that up to the middle of April, the men who entered 
West Bengal, Assam, Meghalaya and Tripura "preferred to return to East 
Bengal, presumably to continue the freedom fight". Those who stayed 
back in India comprised mostly women, children and older men. 

Sudden Rise 

But after April 15, however, there had been a sudden increase in the 
influx of people from East Bengal, possible becuase of the extreme 
brutality of the Pakistani Army. 

That everyone who has crossed the border is not depending on the 
Indian Government's assistance is obvious from the fact that the number 
of people in the camps totalled only 89,600. The balance of 169,100 
refugees were living with friends and relatives. 

Mr. Khadilkar gave the following break-up of people in the camps : 

West Bengal—61,800 : Asaam and Meghalaya—10,700 and Tripura— 
17,100. 

A large chunk of the 160,100 refugees staying with friends and 
relatives are in West Bengal. The following is the break-up of this 

category of refugees : West Bengal—151,400; Assam and Meghalaya— 
7,7(W; and Tripura—10,000. 



Mr. Khadilkar did not agree with a questioner who asked whether the 
influx of refugees was not too big for the Government to cope with. To 
deal with relief work with "utmost expedition" a branch secretariat of the 
Minister under the charge of an Additional Secretary has been set up in 
Calcutta. Liaison officers in Assam and Tripura, who will function under 
this branch were also being appointed. 

In reply to another question, Mr. Khadilkar said the Government was 
taking precautions to prevent undersirable organizations meddling in 
relief work. All voluntary organizations have been told to route their 
assistance through the Bangla Desh Assistance Committee set up at the 
national level. 

Asked what steps the Government was taking to present spies and 
infiltrator from entering Indian territory in the garb of refugees. Mr. 
Khadilkar said, "We have taken as much care as is humanly possible to 
check such people coming in". 

Mr. Khadilkar said the border State Governments have so far made 
arrangements for opening nearly 55 reception centres and relief camps. 
Their number would be suitably increased if necessary. Adequate 
arrangements were also be made to provide shelter to the refugees 
during the monsoon. 
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State Assembly will Demand : 

ALL HELP TO BANGLADESH INCLUDING ARMS SUPPLY 
By Our Special Representative 

The Government and the Opposition Parties in the West Bengal 
Assembly reached unanimity on a resolution on Bangladesh on 
Thursday. It will be a Government resolution to be moved by the Chief 
Minister, Mr. Ajoy Mukherji and seconded by the Leader of the 
Opposition Mr. Jyoti Basu, on Friday. 

Condemning "the hellish genocide committed by the Pakistan 
military cliqe on the 75 million people of Bangladesh, I' the resolution 
will demand that the Union Government immediately recognize the 
sovereign Democrat Republic of Bangladesh and give it all necessary 
help including supply or arms. 

The draft of the resolut on says that longer the delay on taking these 
measures the greater would be the suffering of the Bangladesh people. 
The Assembly, it says, appeals to the people of West Bengal to put 
pressure on the Central Government to concede these demands. It also 
urges for all necessary measures to provide accommodation and relief to 
the Bangladesh evacuees. 

On thursday the SUC leader, Mr. Subodh Banerjee, took the 
initiative in securing an agreement between different political parties on 
the inclusion of the expression, "including supply of arms, I" in the 
resolution. He met the Chief Minister, the Deputy Chief Minister, the 
Leader of the opposition, and the CPI leader. Mr. Biswanath Mukherjee, 
separately and then arranged a meeting of all these leaders. The 
unanimity on the resolution was reached at that meeging. 

It is learnt that the CPI put pressure on some major partners of the 
Democratic Coalition to agree to the inclusion of "supply of arms" in the 
resolution. The attitude of the Muslim League, another partner of the 
Coalition towards, Bangladesh and its Government, has not yet been 
stated publicly. 
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Mr. Speaker : I now request Government Resolution the Chief 
Minister to move the Resolution and just after moving the Resolution I 
will request all honourable members to rise in their seats and remain 
standing in silence for two minutes in order to pay respects to the 
memory of martyrs of Bangladesh. 
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[The Members then rose in their seats and remained silent for two 
minutes.] 
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^to<i ^ (?FPT to:?! ^sn^ ^fi^sw ■?i^ i to:?r ^ to 

siTO csT'Q^ ^c?n:^ Ttfto to ^ TO?it 

^ I <£R! <Tn?^ iflPPT W^ WRTtWft. I ‘flfBlt^ ^sitt^ tsTC^T ^ (?I, 

«£m ^£1^ to! ’jto? ®n:^ ^ato 



^ W ■5T5)2rrsi, ^ 

Ti^*i^i^ 'oic<p "^ilw c'ST'oiC'o ^Kc®i "sri^rR^ 

^C5tr ^■?if| 1 Wo ^ wfw^ 

ftm ^ ^ 1^ #<1^ ^r(^ w 

WmtW? 4^WH ^£1^ 2}^ ms C5R’«f 

sm^ ?sr*Mt w^ wm 'm^ w(?sfk \ ^ cpr^ ^ 
ct, f% ^srt^sf^wr ^ i sm 'ws 

fijTO ^ w «?rn:^ c^ sr^ WR«i? ^ ^ i ^srif^r 

C^'ft (?I, 45t 21^ 

£(TO 2f2^et <p^ I smm^ ’^pm w^ ^ w 

Wf^5^ I ^5fTf^ 'sn?? f^ FTt C^, 1^ C’H, 2fT?l 

i£(^-(y\^ 'STfTf i£j^ ^°2|TSl ^s«1RWC*t 1 yQ^?r^ '^IC.<^‘l»i-f^C<l'1*i 
^TOfSRs -sn^ 7^ ^TO ^TR^ ^5imi Wt^ WHI^, 

Wo Wt^ W*f ^ I ^ 2}^ ^tifjT ^ 

ti3^ ^«?n TO '^TO (71, wwR*ra ^s[^ WTra 
TOira 4<ic^«^ (Tttos %Ftw ww?R*m ^r^^r<i» 

?fmw ^sRTf^ Tf^twf, ^tRPr^ ^5(%^ ^ i 

«£l^ WH (71, 2fm ^ (7f5l ^SRjm 2fm (71, 'SWW 

W ^'Q^ ^ ^RJ ^?WR*R WR ^ ’flf^sOTTRS i£]^ ^?;»t 

CTO TO ^ ^?r*t f?f^ ^RTO W^R ^STO, ’frf^fHC^ *«?R 

C5tf I ^ «TO TOfI TORS ^ TO^ %S7? ^*R ^ 2TO 

TOR^ (71, "^TO ^ ^lf^«RR<s J'TOt ^TOt ^PTO ^ *5^ 

qy?l^ I '*9^ ‘SIC^RR^ f^<P R?f, ^TORT 2|'3tC< ^^RR Ct^l 

I ‘4Sl ^sRsRt ^fll^ 'StHC'i ^W (71, ^if^'QsH ij<PWl 

TOI^WHR 1 TO ^ iitf! 'SWTO f^Pl'B'lfl TORR’ttft 

i c^ I TO TOt to:^ I TOi *fm 

-mm I TOt (7R=T fro to r Jtot Jtot 

^(Al WR I 

■TO®f til'^s^ ^v'*t '^I'^v TOt^ I (7ft ^l•iC^^J 

JT RRjMfcS ) ^srf^TO, CTO «TOR ^5(f<TO; TOTO TOR ^sif^fTO, TO^R TORT 
(7PR f^TOI ’'Sif^TO C^*#! R TOR CTO TOTO—TOTO, 
(Rt TORR’ffft, TOt (TfTOt "^toro 2}%f^f^ TO:^ ^TOTTT ‘ifSt f% TOTt 
■^Rt "TO C^, ^ TOT liltro? ^I<PC^ I C^rtTOT 'srrsRt 'TOT "^1? 

C^, '3TTO Wt ^^Rt ^^C<H "^^WTOR 

^?afTTOs ^5Rt <p< 5C<H, ■‘lf%^ ‘'Tff^s^RTR I 

’flf^s^TR'Q TOf TOT^oTft? f?[^ (RTOT W 

va i Ch^ 'SRSiR ^®I^|Qrs TO!^'® I ^SRPR '*|’TO TOR '^'f 

Rt ^$TOR 'TORt ■'SRPR RTOT TORt ^SRR^R2I CRI’^lf^, ^Tlf^ 

<jsf^ <l1%5i <tf1%^SR^ «tcj\o|fa<p 'TOR ^I'^l ^IC^*( ^Rt Rt“®il(.'iC*'R 



^ ^ ^i*[c^'-si ^ i£jwiw ^ ^»ni 

(TTSR ^ <p^<ra C5^ <p(:<i(.^i ^$Brf ^ ^rri^ csl^ i TO®t 

’ff^si ^ ^ ^ ^ 

c’trfk csi^srSt ^it^, ^ 

'iit Tttt^^TTO 4<c<*^, ‘'jfsj%i 

^ I v£l C<?n7P 1^ f^fTO I ^SR?^ 

^JTsni WSRTf (?fir*rf^, ^[RftC® liiSt ^flfSr ■^o’^tSFT? ^jP^'Q '£\ 

VIcBcsg. (?I, ^t4tC^tH C5WTC3|if^—’t'tw C^ ^ ^wkRi^ 
^c?K5.1 '3Tv^r^ 'srt^ ?rp^ 1%C5 oI^c^h ^5T?n ^ ^tr i ^s|?fcf 

’tPTJKnrft, ^ •nrnc’tifi tot ^srf^nrrwf^ <ifw''^fwf5 

firf^srf^l^ ^ '^JtaTT TOT ^ TOC^ OT I 

^(^^IC>1 «f«s^\sc<p ‘TOTT ^pC-sC^ i 

’^I^TO ‘'JST^T^ (?r^ C^ITO, Irot^ TO ^ ’^fBC^ TO ^*TT 

fro I (pm?^ W^ I TO*tTI TOTC^ (71, TO, 

^£1^ *5 ’T'TTO (7HT TO I TOT (71 TO 

TO5 (TO TOTOf C^ I Wsrar (TfC^ (71, 

^ cn^ I ^ (T^TO^T TOf¥^ TOTO'T 

TOT»t^<«T, ^’n:<(T, 1^1%^ CTO (7T TOR't C^fTOST ^ 

TO (TO ^TO ^, TOTOTO?T TO[^, ^lf^^'f'W«J TO 

(TO *T<JT fl®T ^ CJ^^Sf^ (TT^ TOi5 TT^StTO ®T^, ^5#^ Wf^ 

TO ^£1^ ■2?jC?I Trot f^flTIC^ I ‘£1 ^T^ TOT <>f?f ^si^T t^fC^ TO^TO ■^, TOTT 
(TO Ito CTO TOTTO ^, C^«t^ I ^ W TOT fife's 

%TO ^, ^£rBT '^5TCTO (7T^$^TOT'8 TO ?STO *rTCTO ^ (TT, -iT^TO ’sfB^TT 
^51^ TO I CTORT ^ SJ^'Q ttCTO ^ I tf^TO ^'T^iWtoT TOC^ 
TOTO CItR—TOTOT Hl'^<r^5ll TOP’^TT TO TO TOlfl (71, ^?7T^ 

’T'TTO TO^°T CTO TO3R«f TOTT ^, TOIR'T TOTTT TO^’TTft CTO, %IT 

•^f^CTO? TO5T I TOTOTO'Q (TT^ i£Rs^ ^hBC^, STOTT'S TO^m 

1^fifBT% TO2R®T (TfTO ’ITf^ I TOf^ ^, TO ^^TO TOP—'^TTOft, f^, 

^ (TTTO f^TO-T, ^£1? CTO t^TO-f^TOT ^^TTT ^ I ‘£TO t% 
C’flro TOT ^TO TOTO CTOC^ ‘£}^^ ^TO TO to ^ 
TOCTOTT TO ^ TOTO TOCO'S tol (71 WTTO TO ^ I TO 
TOTOST 'S^ toro (TtC^T TOC^ I SfTOTO^, TOTOWTO Cm\ (TOs 

^ TOC^ I TOTO^ ^ TOCTOTO ^ (7T fTO«T tow TO (TO* 
TOTH ^?pTO C^I, *TTO? TO^ (TITO ’^nto 
TRC^TT "^TtoTTTTTT (71 TOTO:^, I^Wlto (71 (TiTSt TOW ^ TO TOW 
C^, ^Kl ^fft ^C«(.^*i I %(, cq’TOTT-'QPTC^ TOIWTI 

%rT TOtt^TTO TOT TO^T^ TOW TOW *PF C«TC^ (rTTOlTT TOW I 
Wry^to T TOW (7f, toBrt^ CTO '>if^iTO TO TO I (TT TOTTO 
fV^'BTf^ to TO TO, (Tl^ croft TO»r TO TOW I <£1^ ®tlR>'C^ 

to fro TOTO TO, TOTO TOT TO I to ^ TO TO TO 



ifi^'Q (Tit c^, ^ (Tn?rn?T *rTR mn?^ wt wn?T i (tiw=7i tot 

C5^ f TOm (?i^ C^, TOT TOf^ CWC5T TO ^fTTOT 
?RTO I ^ nrce^^ I TOf 

l^fWrt? te TOf^ ttTR ^TT I 1% (?r«lft ? (TNfl 

^iITOT?T^ TO, TOH ^51^ ^ W^ 

^ I c*2ti:^ ^ WTTO5 cTOft, ^srr^ 1 

I "^tro ftiTO TO^T, '5>ltTO %’t? TOW 

Tj^ ‘ilt TOTI UTO I TOTTOJ^ TO ^STO ^ ’Td^T 

TOfl®T I w C^*T^ ‘iRyit Wlf^ TOftiTO I (nt TO 

■^PC^ «l'^vo1 C^i^^jlCHl "^TTSTI C^t TOTI^ C*T, CSff? C^'STTIWT ^TOH C^Pt 

I (TT ^ CTO, W5l 

■^CB^ ^ 1^ ^ I f^Pl'BlQ (TITO TO TO TO 

■^^tTO #^1 TOT TO%T, TOT <1Tf%^TTTO 3^, C^TO C^ (Tit 

■^yiTO ? TO ^ 'g[C^ C’tC^ C5!»t CTO I (TI ^ ^TOt ^ TO, 
^5TCTO (?I ^sntf^'Q’^fef ^ TOTOfT, ^ ^ 2fTO TO%TO—ft^-^[TOt^ 

^ sjf^fajs^T^ TO CTO C^TO (TI TO TOTOT ? TOfC^ TO (TT TO 

TO I ^I'StC^ To To ^ CTO» ^ ‘iTCTO, ^ 

(fTCTO, ^TO«f TO[^ ^ ‘iTTTI^, lilTO ^siTOTO'G TO ^ 

iflic^ic^, ^snroT ’^TCTO c’^’^rft, ^ 0*1 <i» fro 'trcro to^t c^t^ 1 ^stcto ctrc^ 
TOT? TO? TO to:^ ^£lt®f?j c?, ^SITTOS TO? 'QITO CTO? TO?T ?TTOT? ?T I 
^$TCTO'Q ?T®f^tf^ '4 ||'St ?s^ %C*^, ^'o 2|^l^i«il'» ?TOC^, ?s^ TO'©lf^^ 

I ifltro •i'^H •i'^H TO^, ?TiIl 'QTOT C?TT^ ‘fllCTOTO ^STCTO "STC*!!! 

>iWl!ii<p^ ' l^ TO TO (?Tt I ?TOf'Q Tot? ?c?r cTOfro totI? i ^t 

-y^ 1^ ^T*2iwt?, Wff^, CTO TO TO» '^’l^TTO, C#F, 

to TO&T >lf^j«MC? ? WTt^ TOC5 i TO?T ^TO?T *^^to:WTO 
?s?T ?f% I ?t?T?^ ?T?t5 ^T51^ TO’®?? ^5C? C?^ I 81«8 tM TOf, ^ffCTO ?T:^, 
C^ I C^o^ TOf <*fC® 'S“8 ?TO ^ ^51?^ ^TC^'8, iflPS 2fC?TTOT 

^srtTOT C?T? ?^ CTORT ^ ^it^'SlW, ?T??rTCTOT (Tit ??C?? ?T?5 
<^fPi? ?c? (nTOn (?Tf^ I ?t^^?fTO ?T^ (Tito? "2®^ 

■TOC^ I ’TOtC^ (nTOn TO ?®T ^ C’J^ I ?T^ t?f^ 

?P?C^, t?®TfTO TO^ '5 ?TOi ^’t, ^‘Sl**l ^snftc?? TO—‘TO? *T??T? CblBl 
?C^ I ’?f^ CTO ?TO CTO TOSC® TOT ?T? I TOfC^ TO?T CTORJ <il?s?t TO 
?s??, lilt sf^TO? ?C*TJ WtTOT C? ?5?1 ?Tntt, ^snroT ^I'aR^'olw iflt 
TO^ ?^, ®1^C®1 ‘iRS^T ^SHTOTO ?®TC® ?J? I ?d? f^Hl 'StIIh ?T, (TI 
vbj^ViC ® TO?T ^TTO ?TO I '?T^ 1?TO ?5 ?t:? TOTOC^, ‘^TltoTpi. ?T??nCTOT 

TOI^ Wt?TOT_TOP C^1 RTO ?^?C? 11?^ WTOTO ?(.*i ?ll C?,. 

^TO^fet I ^l??f TOTO Ito TO^ 'srlilt I 

71?^?? ^ l fHCil(. TO I TOCTO torosT '9 ^5rttTO^%®'e 

CTOTTC? OTO* TO*^ ?TO fiTST? R(.^C6^, 2(?TTO^ f^(.'Sr'9 



^CTO, fif*rR^ t^CSf'Q ^15^^ gJTO 
«iJW%5R (?fBt <{th5 -^CTO I ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^tTsrnii^ »i)’«rRTO wu,—f^ 

^srwm sf<«rw ^ 1^ vfRsj^ ^ ^ ^sim 

^ -siT^T ^ ^ CT, srn^ lifc^ ^rsnw? 

^ ^SITSTTO 'SC'T^ 'S’^ ^ 

ci#C«1 ^[Brf Wf^ ^<M5J <^ijc^*i—^ 

^srfSTfOT? C^, ^l^ 9 < pvg>l I 

«i3^ ^ c^y :^—^srmro 

'SiHt'^ ^*^1 ^W CT, 2^31 H 'SKI <i<(.»i(l^*^, 

m\^ to? c?TO^, (?i ^!wm 'sm ^sm:^, '8^ 

^sn^sf^wK ^ 

si i C‘H i »jHc<fi ^simt St? g^ef ^ I ?sti®i^ ^ 5 rm?T whis 
ism I ^ sfrsin^T? ^ ^ ^ii’«m?T ?fw srmt 3Ti*53iit^sn:^ 

2i2t? sn?T?s ^ ?t??m?i»t c?t:^ ^ mrot ?to 

sn?t? ^ 9 \'s\ ^_N8^ cst ^ c»t? ^ c^, sijrat cst 
c“t? ?*c? 'Q^iw ?ics ^®ts 3 gpn? ^rfs st? ?j?^ ?s?f^, 

'fj^'Q c^ ?c?t:^, ?RK ^ ■^c®^ ‘iit ^ srmtr?? i 
s|Tsi?t <ieloila(, srt’RlOT? ' 8 ’?nt?t ?!? ^ <^ 1 ??. ^[C?M ^ ?FPt? srt< 1 ?t?t 

sn?t?s ’TO wTc?? ^j^srt<»RT?T Rcst'^ ^ ^ cpt^, sq^TOTf? sn?t^ 
•i '^'1 'ajIS«avo| I CST ^rfSJ?s|C?? filtJl <J|?I *171^ 

TOtr? ^tr’Sr^ ?yc??, 'srif^^sTj ?s??t? c^ft ^c??, 

f^R^ Site'S b« 1 C^ -t^ ?sc? SI? Rsf^SJM ?T ^*l<j»'8^<l*i 'a|H<) C^’^ftlS 

’TTf^l 

’*rm l^nrm : ^ ^ ^51^, ^stmt crotRm 

RRI^s ^s?TO®t ^sfrotm®!? ^ 1 sil'stw iii?i? ^’Ifs c? 
?w wm, ^ ^ Rns? ^ ^ %tt?^ ^suis ^ ^ 

^5iwn Rs sfm i£i %t 1 ?t I 

1^8 *^tTO : ^£11^ ’fc?^ ^ ^spgt? ^ I ^srmt ■>i 4 '>i'*iifsis.c>i '^i? 5 ^ 
2(st? ^ ?s??t? ^ c?^Rt^-R feifl I lipnt^fR ^rsric^ ?^ 1 

3t^8 ^ sitw^R ^ 5 iT 3 r«i 4 c?c^'< i ‘ii?^^ Rsn?? '^’^t 

cm^ v£i^ sT?t ^siTOt iss^ ^ Hitt ??s?i IBto? ?sc? c^nR^i ^TOm«r 
?s?T ?i? ^ I srf^ ^ ^ 5 ^iwsK 'sitow I 

Rr* ^ ^ ^ cq < 1 ^;?% ^ ^sr^ 1 c^ ^vs? Rf5 1 

3t^« ■•iw : ^BiTOt ’t«tsrf|?s 1^P3i^ ?t:5i^ 

S|ie?C^ Wlf^ CTOIRp*!? '^<<^IW ^5?^®! ^^c?f| I 

Rrs : sit-«iR ?^ 1 ^*prt? c?&i ^srKiR ?i?ro^ oti? ^ 
c!? ^ ^sri^t? I ??t:®j^ TOiTO ^*iR ?sc 5 i% ?s?to ‘ir 5 T ^snR ?t 1 

^ ^ f^-n:?i% ^ 5 c5?s ^v 8 ? I ftnsf cB?s ^? ^ 1 



ct sm^ ^srrsi^ 

c^NT^s? w w *R?sR >wwnT 

^fwr&^l (71^ ^ ^fsJlCH^ 

^ to I ?stcs?t 'sit^iicH^ n«p5rfi=*t(^5r^ ^rrsn?? i£rs^ ^ ^ 

I C5f'^'5t-Hj W5I tora tto ^ c^tm 

^®HjifH>ii>i «®Tf?i<5*H -^m I ^ ^ (71^ 7^ :?i5cg 

f5i8 : t^s -^TTsiW, ^srmt ^ smppf^ 

Rfm^ I c^ '©^ to sfm ^ i (tpr 

^sc^sto ^ ^ ©rmro ^rm, ^to?i ct m\^ wm. c^ 
wn^ ©?F^ to^ ot ^Tf=to wrm 

^ic®Tr^^ <£!^x c^ ^ i ^ 

\5rf^ (71 2(^ ^siTsrat '^i^>n:^ (?i^ mv^ ^ 

©?I^ OT CTO^F^srs]^ ^ I 

StOTTlf^ ^ : 1^g ’^PBI ^ TO TSfTO torit 

TO -^pito %TO Sff^l^tot CSfC^R ^ TOtosT I ^ ^ 

'?lf^ TO^ 

TOTO^fTO© ^ TOtosT <?rR:^ 1 c^© ©^‘^< i m 

tot TOc^ (ii^. m\<c<> I tot ^£1^ m\<(.<> 

'ilTOTO ^Xjsm ^tWRt ^ C^BtTOPtos CTOttoR TOTO, TOt 

tobtto "yraTO—tot w toto to TOtoR, stTOit 
•yi*to ^£1^ 2iTO 5t^«t TO tor^ ’Tftot:^ 1 ©im (?r«ifl to 

CTO ^ ^ITOTO ^^SfttTO 2!tf% ^5ftc^—(71 toTt 

(TO TOf^ ^ I TOB snjl^© ©ITO ©^^< I ^SPt*tTO[ <WL\^^ "SHR 
ifll^, ^®tB *£1^ CTB ^ ^ I SBTB ^rt**f f^^TPt *lti5, 

(7H ©RTOs?i I c>f5:®Rj ©HTOtTB ^t^tto ^rtro© 

TOB TO?y© 1 % Sf*f (BftTtC^ ^ I ‘ii&t (B, TOTO (TO TOitt TO 

(TOB ’tTOTO Bto Bto TOrf^ to^ ^^toB TO, TO? 

TOtlTB C5it?*B ^«t^oTO TOBt to ’t'tW^ <Bto ©TTOt 
^■^<B C^ tol, ^«tTO^ ^’B TOBt TO TO TOR«t to|, TO tol- 
^st^.Tsrto TOBt to ^ I TOTO tott?B (TOB ’t'fTOB ^TO 
(TfTO TOB TO ■55:?f ‘flf^ TO ^ I i£B BC*tT (TO TOto^ TO^T® TO ^ I 
to TOtoR, TO toB <|fi?* r c>i ? l TOto^, TOtTOBS? CTOBt 
\toTO —<£1 cm ^ TOtITTT TOfBB (7t*B ^JHhU ^ ^ I ©ttl^© 
"^s^tt ©RT tto I ©TBtOT^ C‘l(.H ^®r®3 ^STTOt Rt ^iPl, ’®B1 
Btro^t TO WBTO f ^«r®W TO ^fto I 4?lt (to WR f 
(to ^ to^B tom TOB^ ? TOBt TO to Rt <£1^ TOc¥ 
BTO (TO ©ntorot TO^c^ TO 1 



^[c<rT*fTtatTr: ^ ^ ^ ^si^, ^srrsnn 1% ^ c^ 

T 

^SfTsrfOT (?ir*f^ ^fSjTt^lb'Hl ^ ^rWC'^-sJ ^ ^SflTIW 

Tr??nm ^ 4 '<iwh i 

f^8 : ‘'i7?i% ^ c’tw "irt ^CTO CTO 

^ TO ^ TOC*1 t^"5'?I^ ^ 

I 

: ^nf^ "TO^, TOtc^f^ c<®tRi^*f5T ^srtc^ t£F^^ (?i 

c<®tf^McH^ 7[i^ ^5i^[sif% froro, c^ c3=twWto? 

TO TOn?i^ C5TTO TO'^nf^, TO ^TOTto TOCTO^Tt 

<?^1 '5^®^ I 

t^8 ’-%TO : (?I filTO ii]7TO, TO® 1^ TO, 1^ ^ ^7*1% 
C5C®®T<>f <}i<t\6 f^fc?! C^l?l TOT ?rTO5TC^ CTOTO^ TOC^, C^'^^'IW 

^5|T0C^^ C^ TOC^ I TOt? ^T^T?! ^‘'ll^'Q ^of^ TOC^ I 

Stnemf^ ^ : TOT, iJt TO®f iflTOTO f^TOTTO TO 

C<?n:^ TOBIT 2JTO 5t^«t TOt—ti -^Tie^ ’f'lTO %I 

TO ^ c»m ^ TOc^ I TO! c*m to:^, ^tto?, 

‘^tpT*t TO^, 'bo TOtC^ '8'^ ‘'I%3T ^5TO I TO '8‘*1^ TO?f (W:^, 

c^TOt i3hrlt ’trft^ %t, ^■'tfro tor—to 
mlfk, (?ITO ^T TO iflCTO, TOBI TOt^ TO 

TOTt I ■^, ^TO^ ^Ni5l C^f^TTOT 1 C^T^ 

TOR% TO?T CWTR <?I, Mf®=T CTO«n TO ^, TO^ TO1? 

'^R, ^o tor ’jf^TR TO ^, TOR TOR 1^ TO TO 
TO®llC'iC**R "TO TOT '8'^ v£R ti|j»|'BlQ 1 <?ITOT 

TOT, CTOC^ RRR^ TOTRR fTO TOTO TO I 

C^^fR? i^l C^ «t®l'®C3|<T (R^ fro ^®tC^ (?^ TORR "TO^ tor. I 

^®t^ ^, 'ilTOT RT*TR*t RITO^ ’tTOtSRs TOTOTC^TR ’TTOl^ 
TOTOR TO ^^TO® "TO^R TO, "^5^, TO^R RRM C ' ^ 

TO«?fT TOTTFr? '©’QTTff^^ ^®f% TOTO^^iR TOSf ®nf^?r, TOT 
RTOfTOTOR TOsf ^ntei ^5pn?R TOSt stto rwr rw f^rfro, 
v£l^ RtaRef, i£|^ TOTRR ^®RT ^IRiWc.^, f^rfro tort C*iC^ \ ^ (iRs 
RTO ctoH toto to ^<?o tsr m TOfTOro I RT^'3 «TOm (r 
rTO^TOT tot to, TOR RC*tT, ^8 TO*U—TORT lilTOT ^ 

RfPR TOTT RTOTR, ^TO #TO t^C?rcTO '©'QT^ TOIR®T TOfCR I tJ'QRT 
TO2R«f TOITO f^ TOr®R RT, ^STTRR CRTO -^(f^ I ^®fCR?T CRTO RTOft 
TO TOR, lilt t©?f^ 'ilTOT KTO I RsC?f ?t«TTO I g[C5T 

Mh RJ?I CTO, <iR^ R^*!8 Th^Io-i TO, tR^feRR TOR TORT (RCRf^ TRfR 



^88 ^ ^ WT '8 ^\S ?|^C^ 

?mc ^'81 (Tif^ c«?rc^ c^ff^ c«f^ ct ^ 

xsrrwt <im ^rm 

’f^ni^r^t ^ ^?5rn?ic*t? w^*^T5TO :>88 *fi?T to 

wiw^ ^pta*^ ^ wf ^ ^srmt iiit to?f ^ i 

^ ^sn^ 'sn?r ^ (?i, ^simt 

^^'©Tc^ wf wifa^ ^5ito^ (7i5f c^ <?R, 

to ^sn^ ^ I ^ 5 [t^ 

wra *^t:^ ^’^rt i2(f%’m^ ‘iit^ii:^ 'TO^t^ 

wnto^ c*TC^ ^ <i3F^ c^ c«i^ w^, ^ 

^ i 5 «TC^ <?rn:^ ^oto ^ ^sfprt^ wm ^ >ic'*tt^- 5 i to 

OT’^rtT?? ^srmtTO ct, ‘im ^ ^ <i 3 t sm< 

^ c®rf^ C5f'«m?mi tot i ^srmn^i? 

^rnjc^ ■sf^ tot wn?t, <im to% n't^^tto ^ ^ 

wn?t, ^ sfftofto k^, ^ m\^ 

I ^ '5n:*tT 'sfpgto^t ^ «m:^ ^st^ OT&t to^ ctoj ^stm 
’fK I to ’ton "si^m, ^ 'Q’n:^ ^ ^ w, to 

^ «xi^ -'i^ifto ’‘tm^t^to ^ ^il^<pUi ^ ^Jc?R 

^srmt ^ CT, CTO ^ (ii sfTO toi^ to^ 

«nTO I <iiTOTO f%—’ftootc^ toU (?I, G ^t?TO 

'S^ ^5JTO ^srn:^ CsrCST (?t'ain cro* l TO% ’ton? ?TOt? ^’Ht? TO 
toot ttot nrft ^?t?«p5Tc? TO?s TOfto?, ^’«r=t ?t^^TO»t 
"????? ^?rf?, ^sttf? <pfc<p ?s?t?, ^ic<p c?cn cn? I ^5t?^ ^t??n? 

’fto TOC^, TO (TRs^t ?TO W? ?rt I tot Tot 'QTO C^tto TOTO 
g f ^bl^C^^ TOT 2|^ ■^JTO, cnf^ t?CTO, TO^nto TO[? TOf ■JTO 

C5^ ?Rrc^, ’ITO? tort^ TOf 4?<li5 C5tt TOf? G^ TOI 

^fto C5f'Q?t? KTO, C5fW?T TO?t Cb'CTitot? TO to^ CTO, 
2|TO? ^(t to? ?C?T TO?t fnltc^ ^ C?, CTO?t ?t?TOFTO CTO ?t'Q, 
f^ TOf?t CPr^fTO ^ TO, 'QCn? to ^5rg^?t <?rtTO® “ntc?, 

C>lTOj TO?t SITO? i^'*TO C?, C??Jto*H 0i'6?t (TO* i to? ?*?t 
■^C^ c?5t '^1? 'Q^sffTOC? 'Srfto, '8t?i? ?tt ^^"ia I 

Tot, ? 3 r, 'Q^?, c?^ c^ TOtc?? fwc®^ TO, TO®f ■*t?®n^ TO5 
TOf? TO, C^sft? ^I?TO (?ro1% ?*C?CTO ?w «C?ft, f?to TO5 
TO TOT, fto ^n?tK? c?f% c?5t ^f??n? G^ w*tai, cTOtot^ i 
TOn? to ^®rtc^ c?'o^ bfTOf? ?n^ cTO* flfnc? toic^, to 
c^rsf^ ?'|gri ? (? w ' 0 ^ c?^ i TOt to? c??t? tot s}^, to ^' 
TO?t ?f? to?? C?^ ?t ’fit?, ‘il?^ ^t'Q?!^ TOt^ Ito CTO TO 'Of? 



dm ^ ^ fes <ttf^ ^5t^ ^ ^ I 3i^t^f^ 

er l to , C^'flC^ «fR ^ 'QW^ ^TOTT ’TRR ^ I C^TTO 

Wimt dJ^STsnS dit fi|^ I ^f^ttw ^ ^ni% 'Q’^tf^T CW ^*JT w 

^srrro, ^ ^ c^f^ w tto 

I ^5n?f?r ^ ^ ^ ^stro <a*^#n??^ W3[t 

■5j^ ^ vst\^t^tf^ I diOT ^sfpnn 'Sft^ 1^ I ^o ^ <?i^Ri'gi 

dHPTO, C^, d|’?rn?T 1 (TrSRT 

:?Hftjd*l^(^ (trac'd) st'ic.^'i 'siTSTfC^ dRsc*n C?Ptf^ ’^tW ^sf^dj^ ^ dR 
'Q d>iiv^W t f^<i dR TO I c^ Rt ?is?nR w® ’rm toto 
df5t >f?rTO^ ^rit^ dR^ TOi^ di’irn?^ cro^ ^rttk?! <nF^ 
'TO^ c^ TOt? I w^\ W5I TOT di^rtTR tor5< 

c«fc^ ■'tn:^ ^ ^ CTO ^ TO "^^TO TO I ^ Tot 'Q’TO 

<^<C^ ^ ’t«f^5Tf|^ ^t^c^-jl TO ^1^ diTO TOTTO 

dit^^ W ti<TO I TO^ C#t ^5iKt C^ TOTS I C^^’TO 

wmf Rbi^i ^w I *ic®iR, £(^Tc^ "src*?! dRs ^cn c^^?i 
dlt CTO ^ (?H TOC®T WTOT ^Fffl dl^ ^*TJ RWBT dR^ 

^’tTO wrc^Rf^ CTO TO (RTO ^5TO ^HITO dR^ 

Wf?5 c®T'8^ TO^ <P5}*H ^Ic'o 'Q?rf djl^t 

CTO (?H I dj^ ^ I CW, f% ^5pgf%*j| xsrn:^ I 

TOtC^ fif*rR^ 1^^ CTOC^ MTO I TOTO fitf^^^RTt C3T^ toc^ I 
f% TO ^ TO C^ 1^ TO? cmcTO %t? ?s?C?5^ I TO CTO ??s^ 
?tw^tf% ??r$ y!^ RTI dr5i ?s?c5? RT c?R^^prc^ ^n?f^'?T i ^to?t ctot?^ 
?TO? ^ TO TO ??f| ^ I TO?T TO ?sf?, dr5t CTO <RTO I 
TO?T df^ s(f^ ?sc?f|, dl^ 2|TO 5T^*r TO (7T 2ff^ ?5C?f^, d|t TO ?TO 
in^ C?, TO?T Wim ?I?T C5l1? (RTO, d|^ smc?? TO ^ ^ TO IRTO 
TO^tfWr TOITR? TOTOR ?s^ TO, C^#? R??n?C5P ?T?T ?s?C® TO, 
d|^ Wtl^WT ?! ^ICS?, ^ ?TC^ C^IC? C?'fl?T ^ I 

TOT? di^ t?TO diTO TO5 I TO?T (?R di?5^ 

TO TO RT ?Tf^, mw^ dj?^ ?sf^ <A?r tot ^ to?t 

RT ^ I TO?T %fT dit SITO 3f^«T ?s?ft TO ^?J ?sc??5W? sjtof? ?f% 
toe® to CTOTO? R??TO? ?TO ^ vai l ^ l W? dit 

«ITO to %?? TO TOTOR ?s?C® I ?1% %5f? CTO ®l^?T TO* 
®TTO TOTC?? ?TO? dRt TOTTR? ?TOJ ?TC® dRs to ?T^ ^ TO 
?J?^?TO I 

^snl^ ?>i<M TO«t di?^ TO ?®tt:® ^ I djt fiJTO ^5r®j® to 

^srrf^ TO ?# I TO?T TO ?sR dj^ TOTW? #TO?C®T? RTOT, ’T*f®T^ 



^ ^ wt ^ wir^ ^ ^ 

‘ii^^ ^sfTOf ‘iit Tii?i ^srftt, ^ 'CT ^sfifl ^srmtw^ >fw}r^ ^ 

ci4H c'^tifl'Q 1^ c*i^, C^H cs5lPj^ R^(.?l 1^ C!^ I WfSRrt 

W ^'l'^!V2)ff^ ^ ^ ¥1^ t 1^ wf^ ^ >f<<1i|< ^!TO, 

^i^<i ^snf^ 'ii? "srejo ^5n^nw3 "^r® ^rsif® c^, 

^ ^wicw<5 c5n?T <^ito, ^5ft3Rct^ <jf6ii>i*a ^srnzRct^ 

■^?Jfit^ ^5rraR«t—W C^ *i|^^ «£lt Wt^ ^^-5^ 1 ^ , <£(% ^ 

■^??irc>ic*i< ^^snrsi «£i^ fi}f^j!p1% ^kus -sit i^n 

c^ ^sdft, ^rcpf^ I i£it w ^ ei^T^ ‘^<f ^«tN wft^ 
^srrsrm c*m ?s^ I 


(At this stage the House was adjourned for tweenty minutes) 

(After adjournment) 

w*m, ^’^(rsflt ^??rn:w*t 

^5im CT ^ ^TTsn?? cetr i ticst^ 

^sfTsrm ®t®! c^’t^r i ^ ^c^i'c^h 
iit «'STpi^»f5t-^£i^ >j|ij^iw< ^5n7Ti% xsrtr^ 1%sn 

1®^ fim*f ^ ^ wp ^ CT 

2f@H ^5fK?R ^ ?5?TO C5it c’f^ w 

I ^srt^nra s(«m cu ^jtRwU ^ c^ =*?tjiRwl5 
^srfsmi ^£1^ m\^ fei%rm ^k ^srrsnuiii <ii^ Rrro witoR^rrsi i 

vsf5T R?s ^ ^ ^ «£Rs^n5 (71, Rsnf®®^ 1®%:® ^c»jR«i i 

^SltW ^vS ^ ^£1^ CT C^Bl Sl^nR® ^C?J I 'ol('sr WfSRTf R*^- 

'spmR ^5fT5TPit®n:^ Rst ^ ’t«t®^a[^ R>^t^ c^ c^ ®T (th?? Rc® 

<tr; 5 ^ I %if (71, c^*^ ^ ^£1^ ^<?nR ^ 

■?rfc^ t£j^ sRst»r Rs^ ^nR ■=tt c^ 'vc^^r®!^ c*^®! 

R^ I ^snR (TfRR <£1^ <<^®T?I *£1^ R'Stlf®'ot'<9? <5CeiR*iN I ^sflTOi? 

fifwciJia #?[R ^ ?5R (TfR (ti, ^ c^ ^R*(l^ 

Rc^RwH ®^ C’T^fllTT ^ W5 I C^HtlTT 'ai(.l<P '^R- 

■^siRl^l -^sw I "sjR^ ^5naR«t *iv^*lal W ®’^ ^R'ilil 

Rl®^ «r^R®Tft c®n^ ^ w® i ®^ (Tt^h^i^^ '^iN^i 

v£l^ ^f|%_NQ'^ CSPH-‘£W^ ^ C^ a(Rll ^5naR«t ■^5^5 ®l^(.®1 '3(N^J| 

y ^ y|V|H ^ ^®ItR >i>lW®®IW '^*n (TRt^ I 

^3®?rfi ®rtR ^*!it® '51^, (71 ®i^ i^[^(.® ‘£iR ^(.?(R."1 (?iR ^ i ^f®^ 
'siTsrtra ^ *fR^ R«iN i ®t "ftro <pt<) 

Rti ' iiR^i i V y ^ i 8tc^ C3#T ^ fifsnR® i ^ R^ ?®rfl ct, 
^nsHTji ^?»rtOT*t >IMt^—CT ^^ellthl^-sJ "^^R®!, iflfR ^ ^TO c*i. 



^ (?i (Tilt f^ c»i (Ji 1%f% 

^ ftc®H (Tit WtbWti ^SHWC^ t?lrft?Jl*fftt, 
1^, ^srf^sii:^ ^ wit ^c?r:^ i ^sm:^ ^ ^ 

t^^i^nfw ^ tor t?nto ^nr:^ (r^iw (twrsr ^sitotos, to- 
tofc*RR wt iilR< «Nt>tW RtfR ’TT’fto ^ilbR 

^STO, (Tro1% ^sriRR RC^ t^^lR ^S|W WR ^ W (RC^ 

“TO Rt I 'a(l'ST(.<q> t^RTHTR RlR tor RRI v£lt f^ftow ^ ^srftR 
^5TRt ^ RSRT WTTR RT viR^ ^ tolR'S RSR Rt I ^tRT ^fRs^ 

R??*t, TOT (Tfftorr^ Rcn tot Rt ^ iflt RR fsrto RTO I 
^St’^R torr TOfiRS 'irt RttRT(Tf*t^ C^ RS*CR RW^-^5Rt^ft# RS«|f^ 

liJiTT “RC^ I RW#-TOW^ ‘^it RSRl^ ^srtRRR Tp(Tf TOfC^ RTO^tTO toRt 

Rt^TORTO ^ RRT TOtRT^ ^RRR f%?RT ^JSRTR^ to[ ’to TORR RIRT 

lilRS^ RiRt^ (Tf<f fRTRTl I RRTO ’RTOiRS (RR tfTRS^ RTTR^ RRCS^ I i£lt 
^IRR RW RR CRITR 'STR^ 1 (TfC^R ’fW 'qR^el R^fft 

TOfCRs (TTRIRRSR Rl^fl^-TOT^t^ RiTT RR, TOHRS \Sf#t*ntT tRltot RtR 
toRT ’ttor Rlf^sTORR Rsto^t RtRT TOT RTSTORC*R (TTR^ RR^ RRSR Hfto 
CR(RS rT^ RscR ’‘fIRR RRC^ CTOTto I TOFTRJ ^'IRCR CRI^ ^R^<rc^ 

(TrrR®t yRrrc^ TOto tohrs (ntTOR (TfR‘=t rrr ’fto^rRt tot 

torto I TOfiTP TOrT i^it (RTO ^ tor toR ’ t r togHc^^ > 1 ^* 11 ^ rrc^ 
RRRto I ^ (TTRT??? TOT TORR ^£R^ ^RtoR RtfR RsIRTIr, TOT (R 

%to c^rnto, tot TR^j’ftRR c^irrto 1 tottrs (R’^rnR rtort 

WTO SffwfRf^ ’Tf'QRT Rli^'Q (Tit n«i(.<P tRltot ’RtR TORR ^pRTR (RR fR 
TORR WTO RW I WTTr ^ WTWTRs (R RR5WTT "STO (?fST "^STO RSRT, 
‘^IR R^ wrfR RRR, <jRfTR TrIw^ WTWCW R^CWt (R^ ’Tlf^ ‘ilt 

(R, RR^SJT, RRRTO R^^llt RT^[RTRS CR ‘ift^lCR RTRC^, WTWi TP 
TORR toiR WCRTO WlRCS^, 1^ (Rs^ i£jtor WfRC^ RT I WTfR 

RRR TOWR< w^'Q iiito ‘xnrn:^, 4tor ifrcR (Tit (TiTwro rttoj rto i 

tot WTWiRs TOW<rc<< (Tr RTRT (Tit RTRTR i^RPRlar RTRT RjiT^ to I WTWiRs 
RWiTRS^ Wtoftt R1RRS tRtltRtiRJ rIr (Rst RR^R ^ RlilRS^ TOtCW TSjtRfR 
RTR ^ toR^ (RTO RCRJ to (R»lt TOW RR<^ RRR I ^gTO WRT, 

RIRT R^R lft Rt^[TO toCR (R CR*f R^R TORT WTft, RtRT R^Sflft Rf-^CRR WRT 
TOrT (Tit to CRTO R^Tf RtotR TO WfWlW tRT%lT RTR ‘ilR^ 

WT^ W^^fttr <5TO RRR toR RRTC^ WTR® WIR'C^ I R^ "^g^RR toR I 

wm#S toRJTOCW to TOTTO tot^ (RWT, (Tit wIr^R^ ’Ttl^ (RWf, 
JRTO RTOi 1wfR WTOs ^’TTOt WtRTTO fRiRTOT, RTO^ RCR RRTOI, ’T'tTO 
fwTOR tot ^ RCW, liltRR RTTIR to ^"t^wt RRft, WTRRTR RR tilt 
CRPRRTTP Rsrto RSR^ RITi WTRRT Rlwjt WTRRTR RTO I TOR WfffR 
WT’IRTR WTORR WJ?^ (TO* R^ Wt WTRIr R lWjW l C^R RfWto RSRTO. Rt 
Wff^ RfrowTCRR iRRC’rwTOR tRR^ TOR%1^ til’STlRs RWto WC R R I 



f^'S3r>1l c^, 

Tff^T^stC^ ^ i£(^l 

<i»^it^'i I »ii^fK5T ^rcvRj ^<Ji% >n?^ ^JTO, wft% ct, 

^?iif^i csrf&f^1i»'6iw ^n?n ^ i «iPR ^ cro 

%rt c^n:^ ^wcs^i (?i, (TKfi?? C5r«rt cro i 

«q(.<pi(.^*i—^SflPl <£|^ ■^^STWft C^ t ^c9'ij«\ 

c<w ^h*={o >rt^ 'srt# 

f^, c^ ^iPi^ %5H I 1% 'sn?? c^ (71, c5|^ Tfsnj 

^*rRi®t (?Tf^ ^1^ fro wfcwf ‘‘*rtc? ^ I c^ 

1^ ^’tH) I C^ I ^f'SrC'^ Pt ^ Pt ^5fHm ^«tT 

^C'fTC.^'^ I ^srtPf ^ ^ Pr ■^JTO ^‘'I^TTW^ ^ (Tf'GTTf^ w=?j— 

^recw ^?nfw (?mTO Pf ^ Pr 

^Nt? sfiTTf^R <iw^ Pt '*ri^ Pf 'iiHi ^c?j(.s?, I ^‘ic'st^ "STR ?nw^ 
^‘'i^TT(?i<i v£it Pf TO Pf sm\m ^^c?i%r i ^ cg fPic^^ 
TOW 1% TO Pf (iiw ^’RTO (TfSTrr TOW I TO lilt :>88 

*n<rr t TOtc^ tot Pic®tw< 5 ’fet^ wf to ^sn^iros 

TO? (?T*n w?]t lilt ^88 TO, ^TO«t TO[^ ^TflTS 
■5TOTO TO:^ To wt'SrHJt lilt i88 TO TO TOW I 

1^8 ’"%TO : 1^8 TO?, t'Q? t®f TO I f^Sf t?^ I 

: '®(l<’«4.l ^UT?, ?nw I 'SIfil ?s?T ?WW^ C? 
?^??W? (TOif^ (?^TO?T?TO I ^?^ (TO^f% (?^TO?J?TO 
W <i}?st ^ TO^—C®mf^?t^ f% Wf TO iil?s5 ^ CPf^ 

?K® TO CTO ^ ?t ^ ?t CTO f?^ ^ TOT I ?wt W(f^ TOT? 
?^ C»t??s?TO I 

^tTO*^ TOtM : ’^TO "STO?, ■^[’’irsilt t??RTO? TOW ?tWTWC»l? 
TT^tTO? ^?isrrw? ^’t? c? 2ITO c?T:’«tw? wrPr ^r^8TO;«=T wtw* TO«f? 
?5?ft I "^sHT^J? 'Q’TTC? ^T^ ®T^ 1?WfW? ^C<P<1 ?^ PfC? •i'^H tt^^TOT 
?Mt ?s?W^ I TO?T ‘^b'SfC? f?TO ?^ c?, ?tWIWC‘T? TOP w 

?s?WST (Tit TO^T ■^C?t I TO (nt TO5T TO C5%, 

TO 2iTO, %rt^ TO TO TOTW? C«iC*T TOW W TO Wl TOTW? C>iW? 
C«llf^^ TOP'S ^ 'QW? TO3 ’IC? W^ TOC?; ^[fsiTO '«TO 

^ i£[?^ t£lTO?^ TOP CTO®r?[^ TO I <PlC'S(t ?T?TOfC*l? TT^tTO ^^TO 

^t W? TO ^ ^5p?TOft I lilt ^^TO TOtC^'Q ^^TO, t^W? C?TO5? 

W C*nf^ TOP ^IC^ v&lc‘i?'8 ^^TO I C^ ^jitC?sT«f CTOs ^sitf^ v£it ^^EtfTOs 
WKlt TOI TOWJ ?stTO ?pf|f (£R^ ?tWTCTOt? Tf^*i'o|<p|^ 

TOW^ «ff^ TOlt I 



‘fl’«rn?^ I ^’rtc<i warm ^rw<j kto, ^snm^ 

TOfj'Q KTOI c^ c^ ^c®Tw, ^??rtcvfc«r< 
ifit ’ftto ^ w^ ^ 1^fw^[TO(^ '^m 

^ f^Ci>1>iPl% I ^STTSI^T <4^ C>i^^lW C5tf^ ^ I 

^ Wt#? TSRJ ^ ^ Cffi 

f c^ 'SrH^i^il c^tc^nfwf^m (?m w# %rn?T 

^ >3^ c^ Wif^ Tr«?fter^ ^s:^< Tn?^?r ^ 

^«n?*tT ^smT’ffm "TO cyf&Tc^ ^ ^ f^nTPTf^ 
^sbcv^ I (TTSR vitUf^fri vsri^i^m ^rsm ^^■^icg'ij 

wc^i I c^n^ ^'a»<icS5 ^gR^*mi®r vij^ wif^ t^rrc^ ^ i 

(?T’*tTi?? ^2(i?tt ^5(^ fif%f3Rn%i tiite Tif^«t 1%^ 

(?n^ wt^ ^ ^ ^ cK?i%i I ^ c#r %T ^ 

f^c ' >r>f l ^ I 'sn^ TO “'ifw nt1?PTO=f5 'srt^p:^ ^*u ^ 

^s^^ftw^:^*^^ ^ 'Qt:^ i ^ tos? <ij 

C*Pf^—^ R<l» C**l(.^^ 
CPf^, i£|?p >gftf% viHt^-^^'l ^ 'QTTl^ CWT ^TfeTOl^fWH 

CW TO ^ 1w OT ^PJl^ ^ ^^W*H TO ^ (?m I TO 

CTO^ nrt^5TO5T5 TO 'S ^ I TO 

TO=TT®T ^ffitcTOfrom cTO^^ *>^1%^ “^nl^TO ^ni:«ra to^ TOfwc-m 

'SfCJIJ>3^ 1% I »if5t TO® TOTiiPW ’tU? ^'o?j TO*TO 

TO I ^’^'Q TO^Ttf^ TO=Tl^l 1 ^ 

WI^ ^riTO TO^ TO W=TT f^wrS'Q «?ftW CTO5T TOTO CTO TO^ I 

^ TO; (TfTO Tj^ TO? 'srcs^T TOt^ ^^oo 'sr!^ | ^’TO ’fpTO 
<itf^rw< TOiTOt ?t?TOTO? ^n^jcTO c»n?«f 
c^ ?T5TOTO? 'srrgiTO ?TO ?i^ t?cTO ■^c^iRc?rei TO?Rro^, 

c»n?«t TO wtt^ 1^ ^snfro c*fm«f tot i to 
wrf^TOtc?!? « ^ TO^ I ?t5TOTO? ^sn^ ^ 

?t? ?i? ?TOC^ c?, ^T?rf ^iR»'®it*i5j '■fiTO^^ciZRi ?T?rf '^^tf?c?f*r^ 
c*tm«r 'Q ■TO?[ ^TO I c^ cm? crot ^ rntroro? w i ^ij^ic?ic TO ^ 
TO^ TOc«t ^srrft? Ttftrot? w tot m ?pto i c^i^ v£i^ 

TOC?^ f^^S^TOt^ TOTOR TO; (7f5t TO®^ TO TOlfti^ ^ J |» RR 

ti^CTOSm TOit? ■m^lmTO I Sfsiw <R ?TOT mm 

?jTO I TO CTO miTOt ^ m mt i ^ cro to 'q ^ 5 ;to 
mro m 1 mt? ^ 1 ^toc? ^mro m mm^r m^ftcro aif^ mtmcro c? 
^rnmrTOc^jmromi 

TO^m c?, ■'S>T?TO< to? ?TO mTO? TO 
m^mwcTO m^fTsfcm cmro m i mt?'Q mt?^ ?to me? ^ m?<m to 



^b-vS 

I C^ C^ "SI^ 

cspp (?^ ^ ^t?rn?Tr^ >T5sfrsn?P 

<TO I ^ ^sitfsr CT, lijt'^TC^ ^ t^ ( C>iC* t < '5rf^[C^ 

Tf^i^w ^sn^rar ’*t%*ft^ "^Rn^ w^r i 

^??rtW^ 'Q *tf^ ^ ^'Q ^?lsT!l?i*t ^ 

^ I OTf ^ wff^ 'srH^i?F^$T to <5^ tob^ 

KTO I c^*^ 'Q RR Wt^StoC^*R 

csn^ RSI I ‘iR# R^ f^>ilc< firf^ Rfc®?! R^ I ^RtCh< RI?*f 1to 
^51^ RTtRl ^ ^ RWR I 

Tsnf^11^ to RtRR^nSI? R^tR^ 'Q f^^'fCZR ^ OlC^tfl ^ RitRt <IRS 
C3[r^, i£|^ Csfh11*i C*T'QRt I CRQRt ^B'O R(.^ Rt I 'RiRK R*!tK^ 
^R ^[CRI c<P^ CRR Rt '»IC’<«i CR, ’*(|!r RtvRt *^1^ C5tR ^ Rt I tR"RI^ 

bR I ■'SIR ^ RtRlR 1^, ^I^rIs 1^ ^C<l ? WR 1^ I^ICR RtvRlC'l(L*1<J 

Tt^to R^^riRTR ^ ^ t toll^ Rt I (RtR ^ ^stoi:^ ^ Rt?Rt ^ 
1^ RtIR ^'«rR RR 1 'oRrJI:^ R'^IR ^SHRICRR CRIRf 'Q Rt^RtIRI?*t, ^ CRI?^ 
RRtWtf^ RltRTR^ RRIRR ^ ^’^IR ^'SR (^fm Rt^ CTTO rIr ^ 
RttRt^ "^^RCS l>tR C^RRRtSI ^RR^ RtvRt ‘flR RCR I ^ICR ^ 
Rt^RtR ^ RRtR RSlRRtR RRtRH'Q CR^ I "RtR ^'SR CRI?»t RRIW^ €ftot ^SjM 
CR RJR ^'8 Rt 1 'SrlvStil RIRI^R vS WPftR Rtl^ RtRtto ^ ^5lto^ RCtJ 
RTSORT^ RsrnsfRTR^ ’TCRt ^ R«R RCR I 'ilR^Rt RfR WlRRt ^iRtCRiI 

CRC*tR Rf^[RI7F Rt CRTRftC^ ^fltR 'StRJR ^iBl RH CR, v5’S?j RttRt C^tR^ 
i£)^ G^tRtR C ^ tRlR RtRt ’TtRs RRRRCRR RttRtdiC^tR ^ttRSt R^attlRR 
toi:^ ^RSfStR RtRtRtR lilR^ RitotR ^I?t CR^Rt I ^ CRR ’RTRRt Rt 
RsfR I RTf^RKRTO Ttfto R?iSfrCR 'SflRRt RKtRT ^ ^ to 

^5IRRR*t ^JTO, ^ICRR R^Sff^ C^ CRR Rt R^fR M ^SftCRRR 
^sntR toRR^lR RtRlCT C5f*r<l% RTO RtTO I 

v|R% *%StR '5RJ*IR, ^’TfR WtIRR CR, ^'Q Rs^fR ef»f «i|RtCR tSito I 
^SDRRt ■Rt^RTCRI?^ R^SttCR Rf^tRJ RSRCS Fit I ^SjTRRt f% Fit 'SlTRRRR S(TO^ R5t 
I Rt^RlWT^ CR toc^ RM^lBfRS 2(e?!SaI RRRRR ‘^CRC^ 

^SfCRS CR'SRt 1^ ‘ilt 2(*f I ^srtfR Rsf^ ^tR^ RRRRCRR 

'SitoCT vilt CR'QRt I C^ CR*t fRCTTO^, CRRR CR*t <ilt 

R^SjtRCRS 1% RRC^ C3#t tol ^I'RtCRR RtRT RtRtRtR fifCRt^ CRt I ^tR^ RRRRR 
^ RSRC^ CR^ ^IRKR R to< ^'SRf RRRRR I ^tR^ RRRRR rIr 
R t FtR Rt 4CRR 'Sl^W ^5tR ^<i\< RRt^TfFRt RFRt (ilR^ 

RR4lRCR> 1^ RtRT R^Rt I '3IttR RS?5l3lR RC^ RfCRR ’RR*! RPto 

CR, ^ STOR fto RSRt CR, ^tR® RRRRR t^R^W FRC^ Rt 
RtTRRt «jWtCR ^ RRlWlbRf'8 RSCRft I RiCR C’tR ^ CRR ^5fR^ RRRRR 

R l Vc^R ’t«^5tf5|Rs fifWMa '8 TO RRRRRCRs Rc.'^H Rt t ‘flRtCR CR^ CR*^ 



^b-S 

I ftPT? ^ijlC^IbHl W^T 

3i^lC*lTb^'l Wt ^fw I ’TWf? Wtft, 

I bm, ?fT^5TlWC*l^ 

?t«f^tfS|^ filWnsg 'Q ^ TRITON ^R^IW ftff^ C^f^TH (3[f^ I ^5tW ^^ 1 ^ 
^ ^ C^? f% f ^^l5JHjHHl«l ^ t '^I'S'Sflf^^ ^4i|^H P 

TO® C®t 'ftff® fes CTO? ^*CI (?^ I 'Q liRst^ ^l?fTO 

vsfl<a'gfriTO ^srfer i ?rf??flwTO cwf 

TO^ I ^srrs^ftf^ ^sn^'Q 'fi^ ^srf&TOi ^ ^sm mm cro 

^ p c^ ^3r*tisi Ito ■!Tt ^TOI p w (?I, 

to to ^ ’T^r® w TO? I ?s«?rf^'Q 1^ m i 

®ftTOM? (TO?? TOn?T 1® ^TO?? (?^ P (7TO=T "^TO 

to? ’tTO'tto TO[^ c^ (?iTO n?®#® TOto t?TO ^n?t? 

^wtw, c^TO^r?® ?rrt^, t%T?TOTOR Hcto f® nto ^ p ®t?® 
>f??irw?'8 ^itWTO?? TO® TOHJ ®?t? ®to ^ TO?5T ^ 'ilt 
mi mus ? ft^-c®Tf?Tri'? "sHto ®iT 2R? d®fc® cttotr® ?iR^ 

^ P Tot® ^T?®t? ^?®T ^T®T^ >l(^!?j ®?C® bft^TO ®|^C6l 

ton ^ c5ft*f? ^pjc?? TO® ^ p (?i TOf^ to cnfst wifto 
^ "m c?r?%T >it5jf'Stj?l^ ■TOi?s?l c^ ^ ®rl^ yf^ c^ ^snw's 
«tif^(.<p ?n:? ?T’?t 7^ f C5i^ '^cjj Tsri^ TOP?? "TO® ^ toj 

TO'QTO (®T5I?t C^TO^R® ^ ?T?TOfr*f? Tf^to ^?TO^ TOTOl 
?RI® y??f Rf'Q I (.Hi^WH Al'StlW TOfP? (TfTO^R® TO? I (ilC®^ ?roT 
^fTTOU m I ^srtTO ^ \5t?® >|?®1W? <£1 ?TtTO? ‘il®^ f^ TO^ I 

^ ^sitos ^ ^'STTt ^?®i? ?t? >if®i®iw? ^fiTOT ^snwr ®?c® i 

to to ^?TOTO?t (ilPT I TITO? nw? WIT?T ttof ^ ?®TC? ' ? 

fif^ttotot? ®?! ?TO? I ®H ®?i I to ^snro?? ^ toi^ ?jc? ^ (R, 
^tot ’Ttft? ®^Tg}^ ?t ^r?®i? fif’tf®^! I ®nTO?? to tot® (r, 
fif’lf®^!®!? TOTO»f? ^?rw om ®!?®?C< ®Tf^i?T? ®1t:TO ®?T? C5tf^ 
®?(.^*i I TOsrat ^Tsrrsf 1?«3iw? %f%c® ^ ^ito torn® i ®t? w?t 
® l?® ^T?®TC?? ?T?TO? TO(t fifto C?^ ?OT I ?t5TO?C*t? ^?TO*T? 

sft® dtR® to ?]?to—® f? <^1?^ srt? i (r 

?t^TO'TCTO W vil® (TOTO ^^ (TOST® Wt® to TOt^ ®?^ ^ (to 
Tf^R?? to'^c®^ ?rar ^f^ii.® f?^ ®'c?'Sf^ i f^ ?t?TO?c*t? Ttftwt 

^^TO^i? t^itoc?? ®rar %® TO?? ?t I i£i^ ®®tt? m t 1®c?®to?? TO[^ 

c?TO? ^^tot? w^ TOP#? «ito (to wt?TO to Tf^tot®# 
TOP?? ‘ifto? ?t (iTC? 1to®TO? c? ?tf¥H TO®# mm 
®f? ?OT cto?, fit® 'Q ^rt?® TOrt ?®? TOif?® ^TO?? 1 tof? ® ^c® to[?^ 
tojra?tojtot?5? 1 'ii'tot (?®? ?? p ?:? to ®i?c®t (?i, ®c?? 

®ntoi? t? TO5f®TO ^ cm ’fPrf? I ?fw ®rt®j®ft? ^tf® gf f® ' Q}»?#» i 



^ ^ I CT’^ftC^T 

(?r«tn?T Z-qwf^ ■5?! I 

t£l^ ^ I ^fWRf CT ^ ^ 'Sfcijj (£1^ f<c* t *j 

^i:«p»fT »£Rs f^T?^ (2f%5 'Q ^snr^, c^i (2j^ '*\p\^ 

I OT ^ ^ I TO ^G»P*fJ ■3^’®!, CTtf^ Wt 

C5TOI%=^ ^ I (TT ^ (TO, TO^ (7TC«rf| CT, ^?TOffTO 

'oiic'ni«i(.'(^? ^“fifTsT ^ 1 fif^nrsj ch'®'^ 

etf%f%TO ‘'frf^TO —^T:*^Tt 

TO^pnro I w c^ TfTft ft^ '*1’^ »£i^ ^ nro 

^ TO[^ ^sPTOt’t 

(7i^ TO^C^’t TOTOR'Q f^(TO ^f^TOf ^ I 

{.'('©(.'^ ^TO^$?Gf ^SftCTOR I 1^ (T^T TOTOR'S 

(Rn t% I csn^ ^TOTf TORI (TO^ 

TOfl^; TOR'S cmn (Rllt^ I TO TOTO^C*r (?i’«tTO ^fsi^ '®C<ra 

R(^rt?®t TOR (RTOtTO ttf^, (RRRTO ^lf^, (RTOTO 

TOTO^ i£I^ ^ (RTOTO <1^ lilt ^SRTOt^ TOTOHR 

(RIR m, cnf&l wrf^ TOTOnR (R?R OT I C5lt TOTOTO ^«Rlil 
'5IW<IIR C^r©G^ ’if^olRl^ '^^R(.<j|’t ^ITGTOR f^o^(,'*tW. SR I '^TSR 

'0|^RC<jR ^srfiRfRR WR C^^'Q f^ I ^5R^ ^©TC'S'Q '^’^R Rt 

RT5TOn?*i^ Tf^RTOif! TOR ^‘Ji to:^ w 

^RTOtf^ ^5TO t’R TOFR't RRR, ^ TOR? 

(R'Q?t I ^ TOit TOt^ R? I TO! ’ITttRf¥^ ^fR^»R-^£l (TOTO 

^im ^ Rtrot ’^«n tor i toi^ tori r?, ^ 'qto (r 1? to^ 

'STO 'spp WHiSRR, ^ i£l Wf^ '8?t? TO RTRRRf cQ WI% 'QTO TO 

^^)HPic^P*R 3p^ ^5R RT^ ^spp v£r^?|?(.tJ‘*R ^R* TOR ?f^ TOR I 

TOi;^ TO TOR ^RHRS, frotte TOi:^ TO TOR "^TO* 

TOGS TO RTR ^RHRS I Rt^TOTO? TOR TO:^, TOtCR? ^TTO? 

TORT (M^ TO TO% 'QRR TO RIRRIR I TOfR TO^tRTOR TO 

RTR ^ I ^ RR<R RSRC^ TO TOTCRR RTtTOR TORC^, "jt^ftfR RR^ 
Tf^tRTORRft, TOR^ ^ ^lf^«l'CR^ TOR^ i TOl%, 

(R TOl% TOCRR TOl% RR, CR TOt% TOTO TOR <^1^ ^RRRrCRR ^R b<£fm<^ 
TOI^ RTO I 

^ItlRTO^ RRiRRS^ TOTORCM (R TO^ RRt^ (R^ '^'8 RR, RTOTOt— 
%CRfRl^ I TO^^fffro TO^CR'Q Rt 'SJTOIR I ^ CTO* ^£1 R^Rf^t CRR Rt 
TOCR (R, TOsnfrWR IrR^ RTTO^ Rt RtTO%RR fRRRRf TO3?tftRt 
^TTO:^ I TO^^RTOTO^ CRTOfitfW TOR TOtfR^ RRIrR^^^SR IrtoRj I 
*ilTOR R^, R<, fifftro S^ TOCR RT I TO^ RH^R ’"^^TOR RTOR, 

TOTR RTO I (R «1TOR TORT (RCRf^ C#t <RR TOlRf 2(TOR RT RR I 



TO TOrsf 0TO ^ TO?f ^ ^ TOT liW? 

>i‘l*n<r('Q TOTfC^RI ^PRTT^ *Tr^ •^n'njtl^ ^TC^ f^R?T 'oh'i ^I?rTO?RI '5T*f 
Cf^ I TOf ^ ^ TO^ TO CTtf^ tot 

1^ f^ I TO, TO 

TO^ I TOC^ TO t WCt ? ^ 1^ CSlI^I^TO C^ 

TOW C'i'QW ^i?TO I ^ TOI^ TOT^rf^ C*l^ TO ^ I 

TO^ TO TO^ TO TO; TO CTTOtf^ 

’TO ^SR3TTTO®t I vfii^ TO? ■^*Tr I TO5 

TO TOOT'S C3i^vi? l C^ TOW C^fTO TO^ i TO^ ^RTOn^ TOW ^ 

TO^ TOW fro W*tT W WTO TOW ^ 

filmed wtw mm tow^ c=^ wtww to:^ i (th 

W 'flfST (WT TOMT TOTOOT OT I TOTO WTT '3 
^RTO W ^rsi^ TOW^ TOPW*T TO^ I TOTTO^ TO 

Iltteri^ >ll*i’ic-«p TO^ WRlf^ I 

jg)Jf l ^ ' J 3 [f>> f ^ TOOT : TO%ff *^TTO TOsfP^ W?TOOT 

TO% CT 2|TO iflR?OT <7it sfWTO TO^ >r<t'SSWC=r TO ^- 

^apipf^ ^t?rt "51^ I TOI, TOH? ^iJP^sTO %TO TOf^, TO 

TO wf®W5^ I ^ TO%w^ C5TO TO^ esre^ 

TOWtJ^I 1%% (?TTO CTOT TO^^ I f^tfro TO %TOfKR 

TO (?I lTO'=t TO^ cTOI W WTO sfTO TOt TO W I W#T TOwntIt f% 
<ITO TOtgf^WTO W^TOrWfT TO nTOOT TO^ TOt^ TOWTOP^R 

^teT*t mus ^ TOTtm mtPTO to Tto'T %rr •^iptot to cto* 

^psrfl I i£m TO TO® te ^ TOTO CW?OT I w^, ft 1^, 1^ w 

^ i?p?r ‘iiTO ‘iJCTO^ I w ^ tocsR w??riccfp*t, It cro 

fi(TO W?f TOOT 1 ^ TOS? W^r lTO«f« Wt^ CTOfI I 

Wf^ -ilt <ilTO TO® y|^ (?I, ^«fwa TOW n'=fwa 
(71^ wit TOOT WTO m WTOTO TOTO, TOTTO 

^ WTO TO W??TtTO*t ®W W^TO ^«|pT® TO l ^ 

WWW ^ TO%I I TOt^ CTO% M^CTO WTO Wsl WTO WTOTO«t 
1 to% I n«t®ta TOW mx ’twwro wto tow to® w^ (wr 
W^ ^«r®ca TO Wlte TO ^PTO WW f^ TOP® 
WTO I ®OT CTO TO TO 'il WW TOP® W^, ®OT TOW vipsf lij, 
^£R 1^-? TO TOOT WW TOP^ <£R^®OT. TO CTO pfl t^®f CWTO mx 
TOPW CWTO?T,TOBl1^TOWW (?IW5ftWTOC^WW^WWWW:®l?m1^ 
TOTTO \ WW C5P?dTO WWOTt WTPW®OT WTO, WTO, ’tWSPSRI 
WTO ®OT TO5WTO, we® ®W %W?R WW I^^P^W WW® WP?l 

w^ ^pf^-^w^'sw? WW ®w we?f% I fro ^®nwiT wf^ mx 

WtWBI CTO (?TC^ W WP'Rl TO CTO (?l, (RW TOH (R 



CT ^sm^rtwr '4if^H?j w^ c^ ^f#t»ntt 
t?nf^ TO ^ TO TO^'Q dic>l toH I 

TO-^ ^5rrc®rTO ^k ^ i % t 

■s[c®PT TO w^r c?T;’«r c’t^-f^ cw c^tc^R ? c^ 
C’H^R TO? f^, -STHST, ^ m\l<^ ^TfcT %? 

'Ol^ TO TO^ I RTOC^ CT, C^T^rriR TOT f^tTO*, f^tf^ RTO! 

TOlT TOl, TOT TOTt 'oil^'iR'i, "TOT TOT TOT^C^ ■^S^RT 

^9\ TO (RCTO I TOi^ ^ <0^ TO *TTSI CS^ TOn^ 1 CTO (R^, 
CTO STTO (Rt, TOR '©1% TOT “^CTO I 2R»TTO^ (P^C^ CTOT TO (R, 
TOP TOR TOT TOT^ ^TOs ©1^ TOT ^^COT I TO^ TOR TOT 
^TOs ©f^ TOT TOC^ I TOs CTO^ (RTO TOCB^tro 
■^© WHTP ©f% TOIT rC^C^ I 'iTO 1% ©lT©?n^ TOT TOR 

toh:^ tos, tos ©1^ To To i ^TO«f TO[^, c^ to ^ttI^ 

7R<f?s TO, C^ <Tff5? TOT TO, TOT «tTOOT TO TOTO 

f^C'StCTO TO W TO% I *15^ TOTOTR TOT ^ TOTI^ C^ ^ TOlCTO 
I TOT^ TO^, ©ITTOT 2R«fTO ^ TO Wl^TOTO TORs 

TOT TOTfl I TOR s^ %ck^, TOR TOTOil ^ck^ I TOT5 
TO iiR^ fif?! C^TO (R fif*!^ lilTOT ^T^ TOC^ ^ TO% *^tTO 
RTTO, ©fT^™ 'srtTO I TOR TO^^IIto CTO5 R Ctf«TO R TOC^T^ 
TOTO (R, TO5 (RTR CTO (RH CTOJ (RM CTO TO 

TOR I TOR (RTO (R, TOICTO Cff& C^ CTOR TO 

C^TRsT <1«1(.^, ©fTT R??n TOT CTOTsT *^®1c^, f^'g RWR RCtll^ ^fCTO C*1'o| 

»£1TOR TO^ ^klR TOR ^ ©RR*T WRtf^ TO RC5 fTO 

(?I, TOR TO liTt %TO*T WrrTO«fR TO? TOT ©1^ TO 

tott rto rr tot crorm r wrtc®^ ? wtto:®^ ft^ i tor tos 
© nro^ tmfRT tor i tor^ ^icro ctor to*R< c?» 

TO TO ftCR (Rf5f% ?T%CR TO^*T ^HR ^?T%n TOR 
TO® C?©?!^ ??T TO? I ?k»tR Rt? SJTOR ^^TTOR? ??<? TO 
©HR? RTOT C“f? TOf^ I 

■fTO : TOfi? ^*TTR RTTO, C? 2RT? TO% WTT ®TORT 
'^C^RTOT TOR? W <PWC5? TOt C#T TOR? WIT StRTtf^ ?^ 
<PWC^'T C?^ Sl^T? ■’TSf^ ©nf? ^C<i<p 1^ R^^fT ©ITTOTR? TOfR 
C<T*T R?R 1^ I ©TRR? ©TC?R tTOR? TO ?CTO? C?, ^ 

^ R? (TOt^ CTO CTO C?TO? ©ncTO? ©R TO? “?? 
CTO vR ?TT‘?R ‘Rv ^Rr??i C?l; ©ITCTOR? ©TO 1 'ilTO? 
©TO ©IRR ?^ 1RT?^ ©RTO ?5 r Trt? ©nro 

©IlCHfMl? ? ^ Ri^l ©TOTTO ©R TO 1 ^ 1 1 ?%R? 

^TOCTO ©TOR? SJRTR C?'^ ©TO! I^^loR-si ©TtC? ^o 



I >j»8br Sim 1m cm^ 

(tiRs? ^rn:^^ thto fto c^*tt ot, <iRst^TO ^sw 

CTf (Tff^ <2;4^K*1H ^®l^lt'm«1*i 0^ 

1^ I TO iL^iik^ <71, TOf^ ^^yflTO cffm iznnjtf 'iif^iw^i 
^<(.m TO 1^ I 

iJ&Sb- TOT TO?r ^TO TOH TOtTO^ '^^t>l (TTC^ I iJ6<fo TOT <71 
'4|lC^|eH ^srfTOf?! rI^<1*i ^5|? 'i|<P'8T*i CTO 

V5|tc ^ »£l^^ TOf^ '*II^T<7T CSm <71 '©^ K51%T ©# <ft'Q¥t "SIl^ 

viT’^f'T'O ©IPTTC®RI '3(|(.^H Iti<<T‘'SrH I^<.®l*i 

^IC’Hlfrf TI ^ lT <7T^ %®T^ I ^TTTO C^ ^HTOnTT i© ^ TO 

Jff^T^sOT? 'SII*TT TO%*^ I TO*^ 'Q^ Sf^ ■^*TT 

^ I <71^ %ITO ^*U C®f5lf^RPra ^*TT ^ I 

TOI 1^ TO—TOfl^, <71^ <71, 

55TC^ <7f'<3Tn TO ^ ^v c^ Mb'w—<71 '5;y|%5i %5t^ ^<?n ^<23^ 

TO TOTO^, ’t'TTOftTO? WT ‘‘2^°^ ^f^TO <TOs TOt TO I 
<7TTOT St^TO TOtt®T TO ^ TO% TOTO TO 

fTOH ^TOT TOFU <7TTO ItoR I ^ ^ 

'»1'4>4tiJ^ <pWH 'sl<i<T> bciC'A CF©'?n ^HTO 

TO ^TOs <\f^^ TO C^ «1vi>4w^C<P CS^ fro ^TOTO 1V'SflC<^ '^Ttfel 
<7TTO <7rTOft ’‘fFR TOR TO%T I TO w€f TOT 

>rr*fi?«f TO’Ta ^T^ ^iTf^sTO sijt 2f^ 

<7TTOT ^Tt^ TOIC^ I C^ C^TOt %T RT 

TOT^ ^TOFT <7TTO fFP TO%5T^ WTO TO 

TO%7TR I ^t^TOT ’SRI^'T '®TU;^ <71 <r^R^ '^PC^ CTOK^ 

TO^fcsi^ CTO fro TOI^ TO?^, TOTO tow TO^ CTO <#TT?n 
^ CTOT TO <7TTO CTO <R'Sm W I TO’T^ TOT 

<7TTO TOI^Tt mTOR TOftTTR ^iJ^CTO^T l^’TfS' WH ©RT 

i)<jo ^ TTftTOW F1%^ THTO TOH TOTO=T 

TOfro 1 TOt <7lt 8t%TOW CBTOt CFC^^T TOTOtt^ <7TTO ^TTO 
<!^B115 ^»R-i£J? 2}feFf% 1R7I%5R «£R^ f^ TOT? 2{f%l^ 

TO TO (71^ CJfSt C^f^ CTOtCapI^ ^ ^ 

<7T^ to OTRR C5^ TOtoR, ^ ^TOl <7R ^, %Tm ^®T^ 
totoR ^ TOtTO C5tt TOtoR 11^ TO toc^ tom to 
n'TTOTFR %TO CFtT toto 1 <7Tt TOftTO? %< ttoFT CTO 
TOT to-TO^ <3gnimi tor, w mc*u c^ ^- 

TO^ TOTOm TOtoR I 

tow ^ tot ’t'TTO'rmR to ^totfr <7ttot w 

TO^ I ^5TOv I '^TWR ■^jto <7rfC^ tobW TOR 



te I ^ w ^sfTsrTO ?rf<»iiwc»r^ 

TtfiTO ■?r^ <£i? ^ n'^^itl^ 

'sKwr®!^ 'Q’rr^'s c^ «lff^ i 

w^ Wt^ (TTSR ^srrsnn ^TU5%rm i 

^fcfwl^ ^5|f^TO 'Q Tf^tTO? ^ ^5J£t^ I C3=I^®RJ 

^5[mT (?f«rt| ^ ^I'C'HM'W^ C53JKt I f^^stw: ^5| | (.-m»IH 

1^1%*rw ^mm ^ i 

f^j^fc»n:^ ct\^.c£Ri C5W ^ ^ c^nc^ 

(?m?\ 'STif^'l^ '!?ms^ I ^ ^r*RH «rrc“i>wii Tf^—si^: 
wif^’mrw ^5TOi c*fm«t ^ 

wrm mn?Tt ■^cro i wsjTFm ^^cerc^ i c*im®m 

c^ 'qiotjc®!? "51*^1 ‘ii’*rn?T 'iK.i'ic^ I 'snt^ c#t 
olf^ I '^Nl 'Sflf^^'®'o|(,‘q R»'©lc^ '®fC£p*n^ *^WC^, 

^ ^ 1^®t fii'ClIC^H I ^ 

CT’«rn?T ^ ’^tOTt c^ 15m ’rifwiCT tot ^ 

^ TOt^ mt^ "sm I ^ ^ Tfm^ 1^ toi^ mt^ 'em, 

Tc®^ '!j tot? (mfe ^ i ^ ^supt 

"•rsTO ^o w Tt?TOf^, wm TOTO Vo w Tm ’ff^ i 

^R?#r^ toto w c%^ TT^TOi*t, to toto ^<2- to to 

’ff^si ^^fl^^TCH I C^#?I TOTO? TOf^ TOTO V(2- TO -*1!%^ 

^sif^rro, TO TOTOT TO WSf TOTOTO? TO I TOf^ t^TOHl 

TOTO J?>o TR ’ffro ’Tlfrol^, TO TO io TR TOTOiTO CTO I TOR TO 

c^TO (to 'em TttTOTOt, c^rTO ’tfro ’nf^mc?? to 'em i to 
’ ftro ^if^«iw (RTO ic 'em, ctop? em i 

TOTOTO Tc«T e ^, TO em TPT ’(fro i ctor to 

TO®11ciC"l em, TOl ^'tfro ^ll^'alc'i C®^^ CTOR TO? i'^<^ em I 1^1^ 
(R ^TOJ, TOT ^ *TCTO^, ^ (Jl Tftf^TOTO TOR ^TOT 

CPfTOt (R TOTO0 ^RTO ^X TO TOTfTOR (R (Tier 

TO<3 TOTO TOTC^, TO ^ R—C#SRJ (TTTO ^£1^ 

iSft^ gf^ ^ CTO I (?I WT^ fir*[ TOTO CTOt C5?^tR (R^, ‘£R^ 

2f»[ <?f1TO TRI CTOCR <£1^ t^raffe TO<R, R^TOJ? 

CTO®t ^K TOR i£R W^ CTOR ^ Wf^ TO<fR 

TO I TORT Tot TOR TO«ifR TOTO tol C«T TORJ 

TOT <wf^ , TORT TOTT ^ <R, W CTO^ TOf|, TO? Tt (R 

^cTOT RcsT ^ ^ m^nlt l^fCR to ^itim tot (rcr i 

fto, TOT Tot ‘ilTO? sifTOTW TOC^, TOTT RR<{r TOR I TOT'S TO? 
C?^ TO C?C?R, ^ ?T TOSfC^ ^Ck? TOT TOT? 

?^m? C?et TOTCTO 'flTOT TOTO RTO m 4eT 



^ wjjsi (?i, "CT? W58 ^g7#rsi %«m, 

'Q’*frPT <7f ^5itC^, (71^ l^c.erc'i^i ^ ■^, 

P“t> ' jr^ c^ ^5if^TO tirstc^ ?Rro^, ^sthi 

?sf% "^StC^ '^f^<p| C^^, C3#f 'StHKBi ^“«ll(.1(."f^ CT isj<?fw^|<f| t^»R 
^ i W l C ' i i^ 1^*n?f fta ‘irat C5t 

1^ I ^5(mt c^ ^ ^ ^??nwc»m 

t^i1^^-i£i? cm ^sm:^, wfR wn::^—c^ wtto^ 
2f??TC*tJ, 'QX?i^ 0$t C^ Rill'S 'a(l(.*nM»i(.<p 

«THlt'4> I 7rf% ^srtw'Q "STf ^nRs, "^sFrc^ ^if^ wi?i "^Ron c^fs^ 

^*7?! ^5rn;i?rt ^ ^ i Rs^ c^ ^Tsi'^l *(1^ R i ^f^'c>iii 

51I^W 'aiNkWu <pv^<5) ^®t ^llN ’TT:^ lilSt'Q C>i^lw ^iVill 'Sk^'T "^R 

CT, ^srrsfTO v^^rsTs T^'QTit ^'q R^c^ ^snr:^, ^*c5t ^«?rt 

^5Rjr?j CT, c<?k^ v£r® ■^«?n 

CT ^>iRiw cTOHt ’ftf^ Ro '^’«rn?T, c^ ’tif^ c^ 1^ 'q 
^TT sn^ cim ^ w toi ^srmtro <ijt wit 

(?mu^ "^iTO c^n:^, ^ w^, 'spnR 

^rsr® c*i^ih c^tc^ 'srfc^, tiht ^i^^inoicoi 

TOT Rp^ tbm^, w ■^c?n:^ i 

>TWTft R=7 ^sTTO CIJRiWH W%5H (71, TO 

TOR'S TOt TOT R, TOTO (Tito'S C^ffTOT Rc^ ^ I ^rWflt 
>|RTO smi®r ^ to ^'8?IT TO RT, ^ ^ TOt®f ^ TO'TTT TO 

TO^'S ^ I SJTO TOf Rto, Rs^ 2f®TO TO TO^ (TTTO 
RRt^ tot ^ ^TOlt RR i£lt 2JTO CTO TOC^, RR TO TOHR^T I CTO 
^ ^ C^sto TOTO Rf TOT^—vilTOsT ^f^'R TOC^ <71, 

(7R TOTOTO (71 «tTOmTOR C^#! TOTOTI^ TOT (7R m <7R 
^<T TO5 TOT TOTCTO ^ Rft (7I7R (7R I CTOR TORT C^ 

’fRro Rc^ TORT (R, ^ *1^ TOR fifTTH^R TO, Rt^TORTO RTTO«T 
<SR& TOT? aroiRR TO, ?T?TORCTO 'SHTO ’TTOlTCTOnR? 'SIT^KR (TITO? TOT? 
'SITOT® TOn*f ?RC'® TOl ?t? Rc^ ^51^ (R^ TO ?R Rc^ TO, TOfT ?s?I7rf 
C?, TO?n? TOTO RSI^ TO TOT TOC?* i£lt 2ITO?? ’fC^, TOT'S (71^ RTTO®f 
TOTR's to*R TOto, TO5RTO »£it «ftoR? ’iRroroi’t ?Nc?^ i 

CTO : TO% ’fto TOTO, TOsfC?s C? 2ITO '5[TOlt ^TO 
^ ^ R^g?i!?i:«I TO<R ?rR I ?Tt*11Wt‘T C? TOR®R <?^ 
TOTOHR? R#? ^totCR CR^ C? WltoTOTR VICTOR, 

TOTOCR? RITOR ^1? ?TOR ?TTOiC*t 'il?^ RTOTR?* RRITOTR ?J?^ 
^TO?RC^ C^mtoR I 

rRtTO ^TOR sfTOi TOar Rttr?? ?srt toc?r R i ^Rt^? ?TOR ?TO 
TOTOR TO® ?R?toR ^RR RR ^^C*IIR TOTOR ?^C?RwH I ^tfRTOT 



■^c?i%T, '^srus ^sn^ ^ w®t I ^ w c^ 

^ct v&iic»HMc s ^ ^ ^?nf^t %:^ Mfbw^ 1^ ^ i c^ 

^Tff^sTO'? 'STIH "SITR 'QTO C^5l^-v£ra t®%C^, ^ 'siPiJC^ CSI^tf^'^IW^ f^f%^ 
fSr^ 1^ I (Tit ^i>(w<i c^5^ 

WTR ^ I 

f%^ ^ fH^'fbw*! tf^^T CTO I «£i^ TO®t 'sm:^ i 

(TI C3^ ^rft^ >T?TO %I I (Tit CTOTOI 

^<lt=^^, %i CTOfsrtai Iwc^ 

%i "iTt, (Ti %i, (TT TOT ^SiTCTOR 

%i ‘^V (Tit ^TiSfSsrfro ^^sfTOT TTO^ I TOt 

TOT TOR ^t i£iwr C^ TO I «ilt5RJ 'glw^p? ^^TOTTP 

>j4^C ^ ai^l^l'Sl WT I TOiC^ TOsH 'gjTOC^ (TI TO 

<pwt^ C^f&T tilt C^, C^ cic*T ’tM'^al c*it 
I 

TOIC^ TOTOd? TO^ ^im Wf TORTO C^, i^lTO ^FJlf5iTO 
?CTO, (?Tt I 'sntt TO^ R>f8C^4> ^^TT WTO ^ I 

':jf^ TOTORTt R-^n^cH TOftcro, tot ^roftcro (n, 

TOf?[^ ’'T?rTO ’t«f^ 2}1^ WTO 1 ^gtw^ TOTOfc*r «f<?nn cro^n 

R, R?rto ’T’if CTO R I ^(tc^ ^ ^TO ^tfrocTO w^ cront^ 
cTO«fT w ■^’^, '^f^TOc^ cW5T§ w ■^‘®r TO’ra ^TOiar ^^sitcto ^<?rr 
WTO I 'SRfgcro wtor c<?rc^ ^ (tt, tot 

CTO ’T^f (?Tt, TO? TOT ^ TO ^ I 2T<TO 

'SITO^^t’t ^SITCTOTO TO^rftCTOi "STT*^ <PC<ftWH (TI, ‘^it ^sp^nSR^’t 
TOWTO "slTTOTf n'=T^ ^ I 

TOTCTO ^t ^ l ^^<iC< ^TO't Romero ^ ‘ilt ^?TOTTt 
>rTOs|? <i?rtRr35 ^j?iftcTO <^ 5 . to^to "roiftcTO 1 '^totot ctot 
TOTO ^ R, (TiR ^?R*nCTO C^^ Rmt ■^(Tltt®T I (Tit 
Tf^TO "JITO ‘iHTR ^TO ^STCTO ft^T, ^5TCTO R^i 

I >i?5lTT’tRt^ CTO TOTOTO R^T ^ I ‘iit ^'3^^ TOTO "^ITO 

lilCTO ^TO ^?TO TOf ^TCTO CTO ^*TT CTO R, CTO "TO R, CTOT, 

Rt^ C^lV?f 'TO R I 

^il?TC?T'a “^iRTTO^ TOTOT ^iJCTO ’T'T'STR^ I ^TOfC^ <i)t 

^«T^ ■^TOl ^ck^ (Tit W^ (TRT Rc?i Rctot 

TOTO, TOR TOTO '»lR»<.«l C*T^ I 



^ >j^i^ic'^ f^c^ 

^5rtaR«t -^c?!?:;^ i ^srm ^siHt sm^ Tfjr^^ ifrero, 

cs^ (?m ^5rt3R®f, 3i^!wi5-^i *«im^ ^ i ^ c®!^ cmtsf 

^^*iiwx*f?i c^c^ ^5n?Rs ‘5’«nz?T c^m i c^ ^?«ikn"i, •ii^ 

^5®nWC*Bl 'Sltfsf ^cK.'A I i£|^ <n^^®TTWI?^ ?li ^^RTf? 

^ CT S|^ ‘ilCTO ^5TC^ ^ yit (?I, 

f^fTO oi'QTn ^rpm iJ5>8br ^rkPT 1 «flF^ 

ansR c^«rf < 1 *^^ ^str® ^£R5«?rr'8 w 

^J?rfl®T (?I, C*I Cff^ ^srf^TO «il1^ OT GiTO 

^ CST'QTlH (P\ 2(TO C^ ^ ^C?lf^e1 

(71 WTT (Tit 2JTO Rc-f^^k^ 

^^?.TTra C^lRw^ "srsni 'A|W<^ C'*rorftlTR I ^iR^'aH 

(71, ^??TtGll?*t (71 CSfC^mit® (71 ^®TG5 

c^ (?^ I (n^ ^ ^Rwi^ 1 ^^?j7i<i 

C^TGSIT? ms. (7f, (7I'«m7T ^S?*W '*11% Rf|^ 

(7WR Rg® ^Tfc^ I mm mw ^ (Tfftc® 

^va i£i 2fcM%i (7^ I wsrat ^<3 mn ^ (ti, w® 

^j'lwf^ mM (Ttc^ I (ti 'q 

^ ^®W ^5®rfGiTO ^ ^OTTtG*!^ '5f^ 

‘fRS^'Q ^iRTR ^ I 

bj t i ?t f^ : 'si^m, ^ ^??TT!7TC»f CT ^ftro 

^^Effs^ C3rj^ ^I%» ^Wl^[R ^fST^ ^RTCi® PlC?( C^l'5l<P^^ I 

^ mm t=^, mm sfn:«m ^??rr i (pm^ 

-sTO, m(\ mm ms mm m 'gt^ ^ i <m^ m^, mm 

’fR'n® ^c?ifl;^, "sn^ (Tr«iTGT i 

c^ 'sn^, R?Tn:? *11%^ m^pm "sn^ Rft? 

wiMG® ’tR«^® I c^ (Tk^ mms 9m mi 

(to (7®if^ ^ 9m 9m. i m mm mm ’itf^ mm (m^ 

I mmm ^ r<>!i'*i -<t^nTi 9^ (tiRi f mm ^rf^RRi ‘^nrift, 

^ Rtitbv® to Rs (TfiTi, ^ (to, ’IG? 

toFTs, toFFs ^ toFF®’ I mto 9mm mi^ 

(pr^ I ftsrm (to (to ‘^igto ‘Si^Rc^ ’W, ^ <iRsto m\ i *mm (ti 

mpm, (nt kto i^53to ^ 

’tro ^ ’iG? toc:^ I (nt ’WT?! ^ toc^, (ntf^ Rsfw^iw mmm 
^5fwr®t^ WPS. mm m, «t mm^ csc^r ^irc^, toTGi? 
'^r^^TWisj msp\ sm m \ to? ?y?T ?to ?t, ?TRt?t? ?««rt ?to m, ^ ^ 
(to? 'srrg?, ^smsw^ ?s?t ?to i mm ^Rto 1% ?to f to sf»| 

'^ic'»i, sHfjtt ^to^, csft, c^'i ^5i3r Rw ■?? F ?^*t ^(R*f?T ^i^^'OG®n, 

mfi ^ ^ffw I ^®iGT? ^iG® m ^ wtR Rs i ^ 



^5Rff 1 ;£r3l all.'Vt^ WffC^ I <^3^ 

f% w c^ I c^'Q 'snw® ^'STO, 

’tTPTif ^'Q^rf'Sf I 1*f^ ^ !<»%, ’^rrf^ •juJi i 

cWT^ 'sn^ m "siar, i -sot *rf%5i ^itfWt^ ^ 

^sfwfFHi "^5^ ^ Fm I ^srrsRTt m 

—vs|(.i^5| WfSRd 3ITH<T‘'^'| ^ I <«1C^, 'Oil'Wlci^l I 

^Sl^JPT (?i'fl^, f^t^RP "BBf 'QTO 3n®t 

'S^ fHC^tUlt ^HW I CWU 'Q^ 1^1^ ^ ^ "SRl, ^ CPf'Sin 

•Tf I C*f*lt *jlG®*i. '8t*l'*il*^T?l*t ^**tn I <l*b1 c^(.«i tvsei 

I '0)|e?(.^ ^5lf^^T%?T5 ’^t?IWRFRRI ^ 

\[>jfgi si —(Ji CW 3R I ^srmr Wt^ 'Q 

^srrTO^f-^^gnRT ^srti:^—«i3TRRr|t ^i^w-si ft 

c^^T5rf=T i ^ W| ‘ijfto (?k^ ^ i 

1»r^ 

•iRT^ ^nc^i ^srtsrfw? i£ito ^ni:^ ^ tiRt 

^ I ^sTRrra te!?r ^irarf^rf^Tn^ ^srrsm 9iim\ te%rm ^ 

cW[^C*P^ <PlCS^, ^o/^<t ^I*S?|5J C®n^ C*i^H 'sr*ii I f^'j^ <«ic«l*i 

(to T5n?T? c^ ’ftfe ^«r ^srmtw^ w ^ ^ 

^ I ^srmiTO w cm ^ 'm, TO®r ^srmirajp ^ 

c^m ^ I ^ (71 <^1 ^ t^rto ^ i 

^srrf^ f^c?ii^®iR c^iw ‘ii<p'sr»s <5«ic«i c^pthtt? OTc*Rf c*ti^ 

"STt^SR ^IcS^, I ^srfC’t ^$TC'$ 'SlT^ 1^ I 

(R^ *£1^ ^ ^ %r Rt, (RPSRT ^ (R (TimsT 

R«i <flR\ c®ilc^'8 c^ c’*fc?i f^*i I ^stc® '»h'^^(.^'si c*iPf?r 
w (R*n c^ c«H I ^ ^smc^ <5 'stt^ 

c^F5®T c®rtt^ c«fc?[ c<pei(.^ ■^®t -(pRiJi'Sr ^rt^ “^{^R c^Tc^ 1 

(TIT^'^T Cym^ (R*n (7K5 (RI^ "5^ 

’rtTO c^yF#r ft T 'ij'Rt m w^ I ^ ^5(tf^ 

I 

^« y * n< t r : R5#?i ^T^t*m, (tt sito 

^ ^^CTO Wl'Stt^ <£lt (TfBt '53fRS’?fT (R^ 

I ^siTOt f^«!lH>l'4>Rl n 5TW >|514)W5J Rft CT, 
• N 5|> ^^ gTCT RT<b^ ’twi^ SRfR53 >3 X$RR ^IWR^ ft^ 

w ^ai'*iia>i^ ^2RsR 2fc?rRf% ^^sttRsft 1 ^^®rtciic*R ^ 

^ ^’^R ^[C^ ^ Rww, ^’^R <lf%5ROTI TSR«t«t 

^ ^ <imRT 1 ” ^ ^TRfC^ ^5n?I?ft v£RR^ (71, ^^J^TlChTO 

W0J?^ ft^^ ^STpsRIt C^ (THTS <1tR R, ^5(T5RIt ’if^ ^?RR (?TRs, 

^SIRRIT (R^Ws^ R^, ^S(m WPl^ ^ (71, Rtt®nw»*R ^5TWR 

«rRf^ I <jR% (71 CTO 



sf«tf%%r wrf<m«t ^ m <iiw<jrw 

^sfmm ^11^, «?[ ^ ^srmrw^ ^ 

^iTsitCff? »i^c.«1 <j 9^ cb^l^ CT, ^ 

lip^® <j'A'^'?)l vo|v»|'o|f^ ^<P®1 I ®T*?* «T*P C®TRP C^T^ITC^ ^RTC^, 2ft®t 

[►iC^ '3||C<il ^!?I^ ^SR?T^ Iwt'^ c<iPl *1l^r*Jj 

vfe ' l^ l^tl^ ^ ^ OT^ ^1>IIW< ?PPIT I ^sim ^!WI^ 

(71, 'Q^ C^ (TPtfB ^srgMH ^S\l^ ^TTs#^ »flW53F ^ to WT 

<p<jc.5. ^ c<Jlj^ 'Siij C‘^(.?((.^ ^ fTOI W <^V!?C^, 

^srfsnn ^fj (7i, ^s^mt ^ ^ ^ ^c*f^prf| ^srrsrat 
>n<^cvb|:i i ^ c^ T ^5rm?t ^ toc^ ^n®t 

w^j f^i:^ -m 

c^ t ^ ^ (71, ^Tt^ (Tf'Q^ ^ ^ I ^iwm HRt^n:^ 

witoi:^, to to to ■^“®rn7TC»m ^srr^ 

'fl^'8?»i) C^, ^1^1 <(j C^T'^TIt '^, Pr(.'4) ^(.^ c£R^ I^<P CT, IFT’^, 

^*»T ’Tttoit ^, 'Qi*j to ^ to ^ 

'013t I C®TT^ f^W f^(^?JC^ ^ ^il'?(fW ^It^, ^<P(.oi^j <M^ C^fC^ 

^srmr ct, ^i^iitt^ ^ ■m's, >i< 4NC4 fr^ t^'q i ^ 

^ WSJ ^ CTO CTO ^ 

^’TTOTr^ m <£i^K ^ ^ c^, wm 

<5f'k=ito ■jnt c^, (7T ^ w TO ^5tc^ w$us 

TOT'IT TO I ^ ’Tftotc^, ^??rlCH'C*m ’ftfBf' TOt 

2mc«tT 'srrro witoc^ 'S'^rtTO? Tfttom to to? 

csrr^ ’iks^? w^ ^k (tpto ^ ?s^ ^ c?, to 1% TOfN^ 'sr® 
c^ c^c'^ "^p?! I (.'^■^H^N TrRrf ®ivj?(.^, «iv!?c'® "st? ®i^?t?r srHi 

lUto? TO^, TOT?1 fro TO I "SfTO C^TO? TO^, 

’Mcsito TO?t TOI?J ?^TOt, «f®sfl7lto fiTO ?sTOt, TO TOW TOI?J 
CTOt TO® CTO TOf?^ (71^ to ’1N4>4 cvic^^J WF CTO'S TO 

(71, ^ffwrw TOT^ to cTO cron (tr (^towtc? 

TO?, TO® W?If^ TO TO? I ‘ij?sf& TO toc^ C?, TO?t ?1% 

'oi^'c®i ^ <(.< R»'(i, 'ojRtj) \4)f^c«i ?c? fro? 11^ 

TO I nitolc*^? TOto TO?s®3F TOT C? CTO €|C?TTO f^ TO? I ^fl^TO 
to (71,?®cii? 'sn:*^T iii?s (TTito^ to ?4’I^ TO?f?, 
I^[^ ^nf?^TC^ <Mc^ 2ft%?tW ?sc? CTO’*, ^iTft Wlf4c? CTO* fBI^ 

toro I 

<^ttoR-^ TOlto®3F TO5 CTO CTO ?t?3? TOT^ ?t CTO® 
TO? to ^ ^ (TfTORT c?, ^ C?r? TO? I ^ C?C? ?T'Q?t W 

^TTO ^ 'srtwTO^l^j TOn^lto ’ftoto® to c?, 

TOT??TO® TO?T flfl^ C?? Rf, ^ (7f? ?T <iJ?^ toar TO[^ <itofC? WIT 
?sc? ®TO?, TO (7TTO? ?T?T ftot?? TO?? ^y ^®t?T ^ITO, <^tC? 



^srff^r "src^ c^ (ti ■‘iTf^s^sR^ ^jrrsrfw^^P 
<(>6»i<^f^pfj c^tsrf cwT wt?rf v£i^<?n c^c< ct, "SFsrst 

^STR^ <P<J|^, «TR5R^ ^<1? C^rsrf c?jS5Tf? 1^ ^sHI^ ^‘‘KTOi? i£R^ 

'ajNkn^l CW5I (,i><l^l^ ?n^ ^‘•tWf1%?s glWI ^ ' Sj 

f^^W:TR5I? TfftTO? ^TT^KT ^ f^, 

^sRp®^ ?r^ cR?i ^ -srtf^^ ^^i i cg^ 

■»tap®t 'srri^ 

C5rR?R to^'HlW<5 ^ I TO 

wr c3T’*fPTTO w^rmTO^t m c-rar^, (R’«rf^TTO_TSR^TO«t 1^ 'mf^ 
^[TOK^ ^ ^W(.^, (TT’^ITOSH ^ — 

‘il'^'Q ^ I 1%C?ITO^ TOtW^ ^IpTO ^5R5RS c^ (ry^ Tjf^ 

^«t %C?ITOTO ^ TOTO ^ TOt^J TO <ilTO5 ’TO TOt^ 

TO^$?^ C^ ’TO ^ ? ^iTSRlt Wtf^ '<pf^Pi''^W5i (?P$r^ ’rf^Ft^T® ?f^ 
W^’fTOP CT®TO v£Ro <pw(.^ ^ '5T^’®?rC^ ’R^ 

^s<J I tror^ WT?f CSfTlf^^ ?5WH '®T5 C^R^ 

^snt^f wf*ft ^snf^ wc® ’f#, ^srfTOT 

^»nf^ TO® >i^4l-s)'C' »J^ ’Tt^—3^RR5 t ’fl#, <w CTOS 

^leiRWc-t^ ^rsj^ ’f«t®ft^ ^ %® ’TO, ^rsRS ^us ’TO 

C^, ftft® ^'Q, ^ Wt'Q, TOKF wf'8, TOt ®T^, TOrg 

CTOS S5TO, TOt TOT TOWSTT CTO ll’fW TOC®^ ^’m ssTO 
^mt TOSC^—TOTTO TOTO ^TO (Jl- CTO ^ ’ft^^sj <23% 

%5Pf ^5TO, (Zt%^^ CJf% TOt^ ^STR^, TOR "SRitT WC®H 

TORSR "SR^ R?vr< xsrR^ ^ TOTTO 'srj^j th^ «?rrf?s xsrrot tosc®t 

csfl^ c%:^ %TO w TO cTOstf^l I ^srtf^ to TO ’*p«r 1TOt% 
TOSR ’W ^®C?t fro fifTO vilTOffB TO TOf^ ®'«R 
•ilt 1^TO tlRSTT® ^ TOPT TO?T fro ’TO, lilt ftro 

TOf^TO CTO TO®f (?tt I C®^ Wft ’(fTO^®'^ TO ^ ^ ®’«R f^*5?lt 
^tTOT i^TORf TO %TO TO ^'STO TOT I C^lt ®?t ’ftTO 
W TOf^ CTO TO®t C^ I Rt^TOSTTO ■>tTOf 

■TO? I ^5RSR?5t ^WC^H, ssTO (Titro? ?S^ -^It s5 T r' 5rC<fi? 

t%R liTS TO TO?t? TORpf? TOTO (?tt—TOR? s5 Ito ®|?t ^TTO, 
TO:^, ?TO 'Sf^ ^ ^ CTOS ■SRC^, TOt? TO TO CTOs ’Tti^ 
TOC® ?t?T ^Cc^ TORsf? lil^TO ®TO C? ?s<?rfBt TOC5C? CWR?? lilt 
TOC?? 'SRtjj TO?!? C5^ ?s?t ■^CTO, TOtC?? ssrttTO®!? TOTtC?? 
’if^ ?t^TO TO’R'f? TOTO 05ft? to C? ?s?f&t 

s^TO? to?t TO?t TOC? to ®t?® TO?SR?? %’f? fiRTOf% m (TO 

^ m CTO? ?s<?rf&t ??c® to ??ft, TO?t ‘iit toil's to c?, 'tn, 
ft^ Tit'S, t 5|3[ ?t'8, TOI?T ?s?, ®!?W?T C?-C?st? ?ttCTOT to?s, ?tf% ^5[Tag?s, 
t?’R ^5ft^ TORT TO? TO TOC? '^fTO?i®R? ®t? ?? lijt ssrp^l? 

TO?tf^ I 



hh^?i ^^frsilt 

CT WK ^’«rn?T ^wch ^stc^ 

^ wRtf^ I ^ t£it fipTC^p ^VRri^ ^5i?nn »w c>it 

T^CirtC^t ,£1^ ^«?(t W® 'Q’rR OT ^ w »T^ 

^ IrTO, I ^ ^5|rmra fifT«f 

'aiTsrn;^ “sr k®t cto i ^ w 'sjt^c^ ^srRi^fe w '^i’TR 

C^*( (R I 

RRt ^R^E?n:^ >ii^CT^ Ri:*^T <?#! ^cro i crR w c^fPi^ c^ rt (? h , 

RttRR 'ai^'^1^ CRR 1%Rt ^ RRT® ^ftR Rt I iSfR OTRt ^5l1^^??*f 

f^RRRTO cr^ R^iirtsR:^ rr<^ ^ (rrsrsR's 

WR ’{fl^ R^RTlf^filRR I <i|R f%Rl^ (Rtf^ w l^^mf^, 

RtfTI^, ^Ri'JslRfU I tflf^ t^’fTlt^ WRT, *j 1C'® "^SRT R^STHR 'Sr^ 

RTt?l, RtC'RfE^ fR:^ RtC® WRT R^SftW ^ I •iR^ iiRS?(t 

RRR ’R ^$HT ^ItRtR C’fCTO W TO! ^ ‘iRs<?!t RTO CT, TOR RT 
RR ^ '^Rjijl iR^ 'ItRT 1 ^51^ RfR "R ^RjiJl <iRl ^fRTRS ^SfRf CRfC® 
TO I i£RRt TO ^ TORt—TOf!??P (R RRJ R^ Rt^ TOR Sff^ 
(R'QR! TO RTI RR^ «n:5t! RII^'Q i ^ 1 r% RRCR RTOft 
Cl?fglC^R RSRfI, ’KR TO! (R Rt\5t CTOf| ^ R!R Rsf? RT I CR^ TO^RfTO 
RRtR TOR tai:^, TO RS^TO TO! RR I ^TOR TtR^ R^CRfl, IrIr^ TO 
R!R R# RT W TO (R'QRT TOHIf CTORt R<3, ^ TOiR (RTOR 

RJRTO RR! CR^TOR RSR!:^ R! I TOtR 'fl’TO R!TO CR RJR^ ^ 

TOTO ^sr^R, TOtTR RTRl^'S 1 ^flRR'Q CRllRfR R!R! TO!:^ 

lilRTCR TORR CR^ R!IR iflR^ "ftR CRCRC^ I iR5! RR I 

^srfTOR CRR! ITO^TO TO RRR ^tW^^'SrR (RRR R!^ ^ITCTO 

lilRtlR RTfCRR R'CRR ’?t!RT Bo's RifR ’^fRR ^SflRtR <Mc^ "^IICs?, I TO* 

TO'Q TORS R^ TO^ I ^ TOfCRs i£lt 2fTO RR<R RSCR TOsR! RTO Fit 
CR, CR#?r RRRRCRR RRC^ CR m CR^R!R RsR! Wm, CRR 'ilt R!ft TO 
CR, ^srfRTO ^<R RSR®R RH^F CRS!R TO^IRt CRRR ^R! R! R! 

^'^C'o RR I ‘^it CR C3!CTO R^ ^TlRS ^TOfC^ ^!CRR ^RT RsTOS'QIr RJR^ rIr R! 
RSRC^ “^nfR TO‘!?1 TOtR TO, ‘^‘R RSR! TO, CR TOtR CR^Rt TOt:^, ^ CTO 
TO ^®fTR! TO 1 ^Rst! RR^ltar^ TOTOR TO TO I TOITRR 

TOtRTO RSCRfTOR I CRf^ ^IR^RC< CR ^^tRTO R^ 

RSCRIrJRR To! TO^ RI'S?^*!(^R» Rs^ I 

^IRIR RCR ^ 'a|(.*i<p IrcRR RsR! RCR ^^RtRR!^ TO® CRC^ I CRf^ 
TORJ fRRs 'ilt R^ttCR Rlf^ TOTO^ <^1 ^RR* RR% TOR! 

TOt^RR I ‘SRRSR TORS W^R TOCR'Q TOCRs C>rRtRRstR R^ tCil TO! 
CR TO! C^, %tR ^RtRRR CRRiOTR CR5! r 1^ TO^RfC^ tWR R! I ^srtfR 
Tf^tR^ R^EftCRR ^ ^rIrRs HrIR TOf^ TOR! TOiR RTO 
«fRRT I ^ CRTCRRtR! CRRR C^, %< RlTOp^ TORtC^ CTO RCR 



^srtfsr i i (to^^ ^ 

c^rc%»T c«fc^ ^ croc^ ^ i ^ ^ ^ 

<7r«lK?T 'S?^<acv«^ ^ 3^ ^'wc^H I ^5itf^ ^iwn 

(??tTO ■5[C?I ^CTO ^ 
I <^lC'St^ ^lerc-ii 's^ ^ I ^pBtc^s ^ «ircTO 

^Ni ^flj-’*!^ C5c?n^, "sni ^ i ^rnsnrt <jf^T ’^ii'ii fwc^ c^Ui 

'^s^tm c%^ ^ I ^srro '4if^^^i ^srt^, ^snt^ ^5iw?f ^ 

C?fC^ ^T?rf^ ^£Rs|^ "^13 C*tl?I Tj^ ei'»|?l^ «?(.<lt^, ^sn^ C«fC?11^ 

TO TOt ^ I ^ m ^-*(5, mm I 
^f^C^ce?<i TO ^ «l«ll'SrH ^ ^ ^sKm fto ^ ’ftf^, ^sTC^ ^ 

^ Rc'A ^nf^ ^ ^ *^1% C^i^H ^ I 

^srtf^ ^ ^ ^ WPR ^ CTO 

I ^TOt^^TOtCJi? C5I#?I TO writ? ^ 

TOT TO 'Si^ wrtr?I ^^STTO TO f^ ^ TOT I 1[f^ TO^ Wff^ I 

^ C^ ^ to TO CTO^ ^ I ^ 

^ TO| TOTO ^<?r TOHJ CPp*t TO^T cTO TOC^ to 

'Sitos TOt^ C^tTO rnm TO ^ ^ ^ TOTO ^ 

c^fe (?T^Tn T^wm I TO, ^ wtf^ TOT mus ctoc^, (ttSt TOrat 
^ ^ I TOT TOT TOTOR TO%T mx ^?TORTO ^IliUc^, 3T5TORTO 

to:^, wrftwrc^ tot cror^ ar^«T tot;^ TO<n ^ mto i toito 

TTwrft Ti«C5 TOfC^'Q TOT ^^ITOTW sT^to ^ I TORT ^TOlTO 
TOfiTOT, ^ ’TTf? 1^ 1'S’^ ’TTf^ ^ ^TOT?T 

m, RT^m c^T’^rr i ^\mX cw^r to®^ 'q^ ^ cncror tort ^ i 
'sTOTO 'sn^ <^» i^ TOTOfw cmmm %cMf 

K5T CTO I ‘flto CPRfI ‘il’^R'8 TOTOfiwm ^STO CTO TO I 

tof^, TOtoTO cpfTO TO mx ^arro top^ 

?RTO (R TORT to KSfft lilt alTOR? ^«TJ to TO?s ^srf^TO Wito 
TO^ TOTR ^TOJ (TO ^Rfl I 

aHTTTO^*f ^ : TO% TO*R, TOfC^ ^TOlft TO*R "3[^??TT 

^^TTOf C^ at^R ^srtf^ TO^ ^^rft^RRC*T ^TST*^ 3Rf^ I <l»(.«»i (?I 

TOTOR ^*®T ^ ^5iTf^ xs^m I ^snt^i toshrs tocto rto 

TOTO TOtf^ TORT TOmro fTOTTO TOfto to 
<»nfwn?R toicwcTO ^ to (r 

RSTOTO® TOPR TORT RRRR TO TOnTRR at^TTOlR TOIC^ TO I 
^TORT CTOT ^iett^Fo^ ^Rq^PT I^TR C^RfT TO^*T?T ^®T ^RT 
TO I W ^ ^ TO ^ ^ I ^iPPTOraf TO TOTITO TO 

TO CTO TO I tors C?I CTORR TOR TOR C^ ^ITO 

tot TO ^ I ^ 5iTPr ’fto ^?®it ^RTO TOT TO5 
erHlftt liJt RRpR RTTO^ TOR TOT ^ ^ITW-^TOI 





TfSKn ^stw^r^ "sniJCi^ %»H I 'sr^M^tT^ ^^R^ fi?^ ^ 

»ipr^ ^ ^ I 'fwsrra c^s^flc^R nttWrc^r^ -sn:*!! 

c’tr^T i ^ 

c«iTc^t ’Tw fitf^ te I ‘fRTor %n 

(?^^ ^«r®ca wms ^ ^ oi^ cn®T ^ ?ftf^ ^ic?i^ 

■5l?lTO ^ I C*!^ ‘®f^ '^t^PRJ ^*^T 

c^«tt I ^^ c^ wtf^ 

^ "jfspiifsf WHlt^ I A(>^ ^ ^s*i(ll CT ^1^^ ^nsi^ 

1^, ^ '>\m c3% (^ ^snw ^ 

fin«t 'iTsp ^ I <P1C«T^ ^miW^l '5^ 

tel ^5itf^ ^sitsit? m I 

glc^iiR^bat 'sro^ : m%?i ^snt^ ’Tri^ 

c<«fc^ I ^sitl^ 

(c’lmR) 

'S^ ^PTRI^P CTO:^ 11^ I ^ ^pst 

^ C^'Q f^ m, ^4 ^5PI^ ^<?tt I 

(?R WlRr c^<5w<i -^^iRr ‘^rc^rfi.... 

(cnmm) 

■sn’tt®! ^ c^rc^r ^ ^ I «i]^ <£1^ >TWfRr<p 

I Rs^ ^ ^srfc^ cnt4f I ^ w w^'Q 

^n’spfiR^ Tfsf <q®i(L^*i ^ I '5rt<i5Ti?rt ^ wtfsr ^sfHt 

te? Rf^mrs? ^ ^’RTc^ c2rm*H ^ i... 



(c’tmm) 

: ^ <i3 ^ ^ 


Rrg : C5B# ^ t'Q^ ^ ^5f^ t 

^ftterg^mrm*r m : ^srrsmi ^ 'siistc^ 

?rT^*itwTO ^4i?7 1 £(^ te¥ 1 

viH^ii WIT ^ ^ W (?Pt^ Wt^ (??^ I >511 ^ 

^8il<5 ^ ■^p?r I 

Rs c^^tR> ’^■s»i<i : ^ ^ ctT ’fcn^ ^ I c®f& Rsi ^ 

'CR 'CO I 


wr: w% ’■^pm Tsi^m, ^simc^ ^rw^iDc^ crotRm 
^^afrsrlt w*tTi Tr?wf»f wn:^ c^ <iii?TC^ ^ ^snRi 
>i41^s^<it®t *1^44 ^riR I 


3tw^«rw : Rim, m\ '^wtros w® 

I 


(cwrm) 




^ i ?lH%r WIT^ <i3^ ^«t55 

<^<c'© ^I?r I <pu(.^ ?[^ I 

(c’fmm) 

1^* cs^ : cm cm^ ^ csRs c^Ucsi^ ^ 1% 

T5T* 'et«Hl*l : >IH^?I Wf^, ^ ^ ^ i 

wn?H 1%^ ^5FTm c^ ^ 

W ^5?% CTO, ^’fCTO ^ ^ *^C^ 

'*iNt^ "^mr C'*itJi wsrn?T?i *r^ ^ch <4f5T ^f^vs ^c«i >jc*i i 

'sn^, ^srrsfc^ m 'ow^ mron? ^sfro^m to 
^j?n:^, m c?f% '©^ c^, wnsfc^ ^ 1^?ff^ mmwr’t <to^ 

^spRsH c^ I c^ "TOm c^c’^c^, i^r^t ’tf^ "TOm 'iR® ‘^’^rn?? 

m I "^mcrn (r, ^ ^ ^ siwim? m 

^‘c®T c^ifc^ ^ cmRs? i ^£1^ >ir1^*r i 

f^rs "^t^FR : CTO ^ TOrf c>iR?wc^ 

(Rsrm© ^SfTTO mc’t <^1 'sp^ ^ TO'W ^srRR m?T ^ <iJ&T TO ^ I 
mc^ 'oi^'c'i "^rt Sf&vo i 

: m=T% w ‘ijt spt^ ‘^imcs? ©fmiT R i ^ 

f TO TOt^ TO^, (Rs m>i ^prf^R mw, c^ to^t, 

TO c^fst ^ mm TO (£1^ te TOcrom to k®t m i 

(CTOTOr) 

TOm TO, to mm i ^ sfro 

TOTOm TO m (R^^pi^mT-»£i mnrom to, tor... 

(cmmsrH) 

3Wt ^ ^p(tf^: TO%i ^m w CT1^ ‘^miR TOTOm to 

TO ©TO 1^-^pmTO ‘^CTO f%f©c^ (iiTOa upmc^r ^sm 

^ I cmsRj ©rtm TOm >tto to cto (?r «£i^ ©iktoto m:m to ^ 
jRcmi CTO mm m ^ ‘£Ri ‘ii smM mcm i 

jglw^ gtTO mi: TO, mif^ wm mihi 2fmt cTO®r mc?i 

mfm I TO TO^r, toto Imro m'TOH tot to^, m^jsiro to 
TO^, TO TO? TO TO^ I mtcm ^iTO CTO ^ 5 |c^ mil? ?^mm mf? 1? 
CTO mf TO?, TO% ?ft mtwf^ ?m*f? wtTO I mif^r c#r 

wm croftm? c?^ TO cm^ TOtTO to %?? ?TO m 
CTO ^pito %?? »£imgR mlm^TOTO^ tou to ?to mt? i TOs 
m? ?TO m crn^n TOMto to miro c?, % ?cto to to 

I isicm ?f? cm^jmmm c^ic? mcm? ^k*c®i mtf^ <£j^ mm sfmjim? mc<j 
toi 



vSoo 


^istc^ ’T^ c^ 
^<c=T w TT^tro? ^n?i^ ^rrou c'T'q^ 
TfSi^PT ’T^ C^lr^ CT SITO ^ ^5tc^ >l'<l^g<P’<'C«t 

\5nttr Tj’ifRst^ w® i?t^ I ^5[wt ^ ^5!Rrc^ 

<^vs|ifl 'sn:*1T C^ C^ ^ sr^ ■^SC?W, 

^5iTO ^'Q ^iwra 

1^ ^spp’psn?! C5f2^ cErt^«rr c^ c^ \ ^ 

'sicMT ^ to ^ w w^ ^ OT, to? Tgf^ij, ^ ’im?? w^i 

■^mm 'Q’Tt^ ^5iww?^ ^5toi=? m\ ^srtwm ?s?w, ?i?t ^^.-ETto 
?st^ (??ri?p ^srtsnw? c»r«i?i? i c?t^ ^i^Tw? 

CS|^51# ^Wb-Si f ^srWf, to ^ ?sc^toH 

(7!to ^ ?T?«TtTO*f? "STS 3iWlf^<P^I, ?<, ^ ^jffw 

to toll ^5if^3R w <5?# ^ ^ ^ietw'3 ^ ?t??rm 

i5r<^ ?t^iTOc*t ^ ^ I ^5rm?t ^f'Stc^ 

^ \5n?T?s ^ ?s?i75 ntt?, ^5n?T?s tos <itf?, ^5n?[?s ??s^[ ^simr^ 
?*?C^ ^ttf?, ^W C?, Sll^fiJ C^’^Ic.H ^TC^ 

2rt%f& '51^ (?r’<itc=T #?=? c?n?to w i ^srrro? ^ 

W, Rv6t?R c^ C5^ I c? ^T5i^ '5rR% wu oi?m 

^ <c«iw, isnt^ ’to? c^ ?^?jc^ ^sitoto ?sf? i ^srmtw? cto?t??s 

?PC?^ C30?*, C?5R <PC?^ C^1<P ?^, ^vojlR C®f?T? C?SR 

>j? ' <» r c?? ?nc^ (?i? c^5^ c?>i?<ptoi?:? ?t to 

isrmt ?s?? I isfi^n?!? ^istc-p ^£i^ ctot’U? to? w ’tto to? c?, 
TTto^ ^^snft, ’ytto^5t?st^, ^tow? toe? ?w 
^5rrs[?t ?Nf^ ?^ ?s?T Tf??st? w5t ?y?t? c5tr ?s?f| i ^t?^ 7T??nc?? 
?TO ^iwiw? c?, ^ sm^ to?t ?#'ptt ?s?e^ ^ vii?^ ?ie^ ^ 
\5rtotto ftff% ^ ?s?i:^ ’ffe? ?t^^TTciie«r? ^t??st? 

^PS'Sftto -^St^to 'stor ^ ?s?e^ <ite? to?^ 'srwe?? (Tit ?J?tf 
^ I Trt?j?T to^ srtiei? ?j?^ ?5e?, ’sn^fe?? ?t?’?i w ^itora:? cn ?t?^ 
i5n??T ?s?c^ ?if^ (Tf&T ‘iit ??^ toe? c?e^ to, ^ isn^iesf? 

^'Q?t ‘ii?^ ?^% ^ ?T?Tr!i7!e*t? >i?<PT? ftfl^ «Tfi5 ?se? isn?!? 

?w ?e?? ?T^ ?e? to? c?e^ <'n?e?=T to ?j?^ ^ TO?, (TtoRit 

TOTO to?!e^ Tot? (Tf^ I 

(TtoHJ TOTO vaitow ft^ c'fQ^ ‘iiep?? ^ ?tei5 

TOT TOW TO5 ?Rie^ TO?, ?e® TO? TO W^ smm to TOIITt? 
T[e?i? -sie?! c?ei5 i TO?t ?i5t toto wiji? isto^ ■ 3 ^ ^ c?r, <iit 
TOTOe?s TO?T toc^ ?s?e^ to ?T ?T (TRTT to to ^ ‘^I?^ 
(TfT^t'Q ^ CiiTO TO ?5?e^ to?T I <lte?? TOt?J ^?lTFto ?® ?T?TO5H 

TO?n?e?s tto (Tftt ?s?ei? to? to TOTdi? (rneBt c*# ?s?t 
?5? ^ TOTOTOe^ to I TOi?T toto ?rto ?y<?fr, to? 



^ I ^ TOTW^ ^ 

% I m\ iJ5»8'!j SHOT cpfi^ ^ ^'«n?n cm\ 

^ ^ I (7f^ 1^1^ ^ ! f% 'src*^! ^ffwrcs^'^ 

^^C?lf^ I ^sn^ ?RFT fiRT^ RiStl(^6Vi>vQ CT '8 ^5r<f% ^ 

srsnf^ ^ %TO I 5ir^c«i^ ■^rmifif^ 

^ I 'Q’fTCg ^I^IlC'iU ^ CT 

’•rf^ wt I ^srmt 

^#T wKif^, m^'Q wtf%c?if|, ^5it®T^ v£i^ TITO CT 

SlTO iJWCH ^ ^ ^<=T I m\^ ^^sT#ft ^ ^ ^ 

wr stiTOR, ^ ^T^^twt I ^£it 8(TO st^«r tei 

^ «fc? CT ^<?rr ^fs-p^ ^ ^s^psr^s i 

'5TH% (?r ^ ^ I f^ w, 

wfewbiw^i ^ sjp 's w®t ^CTOI ^®rrsRrt %t 

^ ^mrw^'Q »£i^ cprm c»w 

I 21^1^ ■?n:i?iifb\i)'oic< m wT's effort \ wsnn 
■JM ^ srt^l^ l^c^ Mtfb-^ ^ ‘iiPTl^, ^srpsiTO wr«f 
'©^g*^ Titf^ f^cTO I c^ ^^r^^sfmr (th «?i# i ^ i 

emm : sn5^?i w*t^, "sn^ i ^ 

^$TOf w I ^srfTiTO ^T5n?f;T tin?p 

^sttot ^ ^ '^, ^5iTO wc?i^ Ri'biw m<n ^ 

^ ‘^, 'TO TOP^ TO! I 

^^0^, ^£1TO5!^ ’^f^RITO ^ ^ 

^^TO«iTO TOP^ ^ TOTO ‘^I’^rn?! firm (TO^ w!to <£ p ^ sft^iTnf^ 
KTO I TO TO ^STR^ I C?! TO5 TOTOT TOC^ ^ CTO© ^ 
^#fC^ TOT TO TO© 'sjfTJ ^5TO 1TOtW^ %TOS^ ©TO?I TOTTO TO^ 
^ 1^ TOT sffrolt^ TO TOTOtTTO ^TT^C^ 

2j% ^^sTO TOR TO TO ^ I CWTT TOTC«i^ TOPPl^ ©TO I C^ 
^TO5!_^£Rs TOTOtTO TO^ «1^I^C4 C®C^ ^^ITO TO (RTO 
^'^^1'® %TO ’ItfroriR^ TOTTOiF ©^ t^Wf 2fTO TO KTO I ‘^ITO TO^T 
^ fHC'8t< ^RC^ ^ CTOTR 'SIC?! C?I, CTOtT© 

TO[^ TOT ^ CTOITO TOC^ TTT—<^JTO ©ITTOR CTOIT ii?rTO I ‘i|?P^ 
CRTO TOP tor ‘ilt ^ li) ^ ^STC^R TO %T 

^ ‘3'RtIR 'TOPI^ CTOR TOI, TOR ?lfW ^ TOI, TO*!:®! 
'TOf TO I ©nro? CTO? TO[C?? ■»lf^ TO 

C? TO’TT ©nc^ CTOTC? C? TOP '^TO, ?tw CTOT^TTO "TOPR^ TO<^ ©HTOl R 
?RT TO, ^'m TOTOTO? TOP^ ^ TOT ©TR TO I 

TOT TOC? RT ©rtfSr CR ?y?T ?Rf| RTI rIr ^fl^R R1^TO?RjmTO®f 
TOPE'S CTOTTCRT TO TOR RR^ RT©?! TO TO*CR TO^^TOR 
TOf^ TORTOC5? ©TR© CRTOTO CTOT TO TO WT TOTOfTO 



^ I C?rsR W g1 \^l^C?j ^illCWR^PN ^^J'SW 

^tanrf w fw^ f^wi ^ cpp^ , TOT %cw•n■c>l^^ 

TOI^ ^ I ^ TO T5Rnc«B CTO 

C^tf^ TOsff^TO W5Tn«fC^ '4|R>H**tH Wttec^, ^!#TOT WlfTO^ 
TORT TOT R>C?T^!r^rcsr^ ^<C=T «llC>lf^<iH >I<5<MW^5 m ^ TOC^ I 
‘iR^TO TO'TC'tTO ^'Q fiHTOR nrf^sTO^ ^TTsif^TOgs ^TO«t 

fST CTOTTC^ ^ TO I TOI^ ^jf5r% ^SRTRJ C5f»T'Q ^sfTC^, C^TTO^ 
W^’tT:«t?'Q 8TC?lT®r«^ I C3=[^W 'STTTOiJ C^, 

^^TOTO ^^STTO TO’nf ^<T^®r "TO ‘raT I 

c^ TO| (?T W^'Q TO®n TO TO«f ’trf^TOsT? 
TOf^ tf^lTO^ ^ CTO^T? CStt (71, TOtTTi? (71 ^ 

TO^ r wro TO[^ ^ ^ TO^, TTftTO n«f^—TOTra 

Wt TO TO ^ 'iM TOTOT^ CTO ’Ilf^'SHRwl^ TOTO CTO 

TO:^, ‘‘^rtf^sTO C®C3f CTO TOC^ ^*TT ^ to, tot i£R^ totto 

0*n?P <?<TC6i, 1 ‘^T^T Ri'g C<|4IHT^ C5^ 4^1 "5^^ I <il5T 

(TOTO TO TO’TTI ‘'5f«I% crom CTO 1^5^ I^TO TO 

TO C^ (71, m 5TO JTO To To, TOPil TO TO ^^TO 
TO ^ CTO (?TTO I ^ TOn?i^ toto:^ 

'STC*U'6 ^ WTlW TO;^ ^TO, ^ *fc^ ’srP5^ ^5TT7 t^ TOT?T^ Aero'S 

fiTCTOR I ^ ^if^fTTT^ TO ^T«TTO 2im TO 

(71, C«iTO 5^sC^ 5^ ^ TO ^?TOTO TO’T?T 

^ ^5(Tst?T CTO TO W^ ^ (?T, TOTO TO®TO^ CTO TOO^ 

TO CTO tofe ^ TO:^ To ^ f ^ TOT CTOTO TO (7T, 'iT^ 

’ffw ’TlfTOTTO 'srf^p^ f^TOi TO%^ ^TO, ^ 

wNI(.'® *fTC^, ^®T wIdle'S *ilW, '®l^*c«i f% 'Qc*i^i ^^sTT^TC^ ^Tf^ 

TOT ^ ? ^if^ ‘il ^<*ll'i>l<T CTOT p!(.^ bl^ C^, TtvoUCit*!^ ’SfT^'CWt 
’nfWTTO CTO CffTO TO TO I TOT CTO%I «t«fTO '8 

TOTO^ I ‘ilt fiTTO W^ nrt^ (71, '*l1% CTO Crom ^ 

from I^TTOS -SJ^^T ^ TO5? TOtsi te ^ I fe TO 

1 Pl**M C^, C^H C*f*T "J?;?!, 

^Sfrfel WC?I ■J^, (7^ CTOl? (7I#?I ^raro ^ ^RT^ TO5T 
TO ^1^ TOr®fc 'S^ TOSTO ^iRsTt<TOJ? ^ CTOC^T? ?«?T 5Tto TO, 
TO'es^ C^ CfpT TOHTO TOW 1 (Tlt^ CTO Wff^^t%f%W (71 
«iRs-(£Rsf& TOfI, C^T^ TOtTGI^IW TOTSTOR-'il^ ’STf^TO (TfQ^t fiJlTOR; 
<i} ^ ^*C5^ CTO^ ‘Into To To To ^ I TOTOTO? ^STT^ ^ TOTSTOR 
CTO%f 1 C^TO^T i'S TO TO TO OTT^, 

n«TW(^ ^5|f^(TO TORT TO^«f?T C^ (TT^^T TOf^*1 I ^2Tf8 TO TO ^ l(J-o 
TOT^ ‘TO TOTTT fsiWtl^ ^«tC®N ^ TO^ ^ TO TO 

&|F|g^ C^F'Q?rf "TO ^TW C^ TOT ^TOR C^T^ CTORT 2fT*t*lf^ C®W C*f'Q?rf 
TO ^*iy\ ^ ’5C<^ ^ TO CTOTO TO TO^TOP '^P^sT ^ 
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^ iva w ^ I ^tfro 

^ ^ t^; w ^ 

C5^<1 <C>IC^; lilt <PC^ I W!T«t«t CTOlfIsT TO C«?fC^ I 

TO^ 'b-Wf ^ftt^ 'b-W! ifflR ^ ’Q^O 

I TOI? W C?I, “'Itf^s^STO C^#?I C ^1 *WN 

^ TO^C^^r, ^t^TO'fTO ^tlTO 

^ ^ ft^T ’fif^TO sniTO# ?!cto 

^srf^lwtl ^ TO! I ^ W ^ C^ C^ TOP^ Tf!^ 

I 'Q^ W^ TO f^, craft®! CTO^ 'STtW! TtW^TTO I 
^if^^rCH^ >l|>lQ4b'0a» TO "STO tWC®R TOR«t TO I TO! fvif^UlRc*!^ ^si^ 
fallen—C?I ftfJj'&li TO TO TOICii'C*f-sl TO® TO5 C^ 

cR’i ra%!—T ot? Gi'STi! ^’®!, ?!^®rn:rat? ^’f? CTO?! 

^«!^TO «?* TO ^<3 I ’bTO ?!, ^TO!®! 

■5®!!? ?!, *rasTO ?TO 'Slfe^H mf'Q I 'STO ^ I Oi® TOTf? 

'SfC?! ®i'*i* C®rt^ ’*1? ^c?i ?!C^ ^Kc«i ‘flf5! 9fcj^v*)j| \5rf^ f^ f 

TOmm, n«iTO craft®! ’*!!l%'^45!c? c®!c5? c®®? tt^, TO wm m 

ft^f5!f?c®, CSlfTp^TO?!? ^f^ I W TO® TO® ?!^®1'fWT*m TO[? f —?1t 
TO^ TOT^*! TO?s ®!^’T?T TO ^£ITO2! ^ ft®! TO? ?!^TO 
TO? ^'^TO I ®!t TO!:^ ^ C®! ^^t?®!? ^ viF! I ^£lt ft?? TOTO 
'^C®! *!?! I '§(.*1 *!?C® ^nf? ®!55®! ^^ift^? ®!®f®llai<^ 'TOP?? 

TOI<? ^'G?! ?!C? I ft% cilt ??<? TO?! ?!C? ?!, f®C?®TO:?? TOP 

TO!<? «il?fra TO?! ?1? TO ? ®!!TO ? \ CTOf?T ^ f??ft® TO? ?TO 
??TO ^sne^ C?, ?!??!!!?!!?»!? 's^ ®llf^'«HC4 CTO ftc® ?1? ft, ®!?! craft? 
TOP?? ?® ?4?! ftc?, ’TTOfl^ ^5|ftTO ftc? %C® I ®!C?? ??? ?!?! 

?s?! ?®T ®!^ I ®!C?? TOC? T!^!?®! ^ ?TO CTO TO®! ?! I iin5! 
^[ft?!? TOC? ^ ??!? 2fC?!TO ^?!C^ I ’!!§??tC?? TOf?TOZF 2!f®f??® TO 
<4?# f??^ TO? ?s?C^ ‘5?^ ?!?®!TC?C*f? C®®C? ft^ TOH ^^sTO? Cb^ 
?s?C^ I ®!C?? ^’TOf^ TO ^TOC?? ?TO TOC^ l C??? ®lt?! •ilTO ‘ilCTO, 

c??? ®it^ ‘ii’^nc? 'ijc^c^ ®!c?? <M^ c?c?^ ^1?? ^nf^ c?, c??!???? ft^ ft^ 

?T3?C?P ^®! c<iNMN cdBI ^C*^ C?, ®!?®?C^ ?!?! ®!?! 

?5?C® ?!t!:^; ?!^®!!C?*! ?f? T!^ ^ ®!^ ?!^?rc?*l ®t?®?ct? (il?^ 
^?® C?»f TO I ^ ^TOC?? ?®!ft, ?!^®!!C?C»!? firf® TOtC?? TO<C?? 
?s?< ?sc? TO TOf?TO2F TO!? <ilTOT f?®# ^ ?s?C? C?? ?! ^ 1 

^n^s^nc?? TOf??J53TO ^ ?s«rt ?®!c® ?!t c?, c?c»f? ^,(t c??!^ 

?1? TO?!? ^ ^fC® f?C? ?!ft^!C?? TO ?f^ TOfro ?lft%‘^ 

?s?C® TO? ®!?*C®! TOl?#nTO^ C? Wl^ TOT C??? W!f® ?! ®1?J 
C??? ?®tc?C^ ??C^, ®! C? ?® c&lBl^ ?RF?P ?! (,?»?, ?!? ?C? ?®t ^1*11 ?!?^ 
?! CTO, C? Wtf® CTOft? ??C?! ?TO W C?!'Q?!C® TO? ?! l »i!t®lC? ?f? 
?!ft^!!^ ftTO TO!?'?T<2f ?s?C® ?!f?, ®!?‘C®! TO?! C?#! C?»!C?s »^?sm ?sc? 
?!?TO?C>*t? TO"! Ht^tC® TO?! I 
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■m ^ ^ wm i ^ 

TO ontn ?F?5SpT C^Tisp^ Wim ^ ^ 

1^ ^5T?w I ^’«rtip? -iisi^c^iifJ^ ^wn?i? 

^simr wif^ i ^ fti??? wit ^ 

ormm c^ c^ism ty[ I ^ ^srmmi 

c^ ^ c*t<3TfT ^’»r I ^srmr %n??^ cbc?if^«iiii i 

ormt f^C'Stw^ ^wr w® wi^ i c^ (Rstl^ 

iii^w-a >Twn:^ ^RR c^ OTf'Sf^ <?^ I ormr wtf^ ?t??tr 

>raiT(7R 1^?TO ^n5i^ ^ 11% ^ f^, WiWi to, 1® 4 ^ 

fi to RR R I ^BRRI ^SHTOR ^STIRT ^*R ^ 

^ 1 ^ oiivKH ' ^ tofCpR «nRs, «ito ^nc^ m 

(M^ >i i ^ ^ c - ip ^fRsm RRi:^ ^ ^nPT^pRs ^5rnzF5n:«R to:^ 

^ I ^*RRT ^ ^RITRR R I ^ W^ (RR ^WC-fl R I 
*RR, ^^iRiTf ortaji5Tte|^ «»ii<p|^ Rc«^i, '•^-■'jwRrR ^ i 

’ftton^R ’•tm ^?nto <iw(.^M, ^R^Rc^ wm^tR to 
or$jRR mR ^ I ^ ^ wrmuR ^ w^ r i o^fT rt?«iiciic*r 
(R «T\?i:^^5K5R ^ (RRTRR ^ I (OTRt RT5?rTWW fvRll?l% tolto 
■^R^, OR*W Rtt*lR *rrt^ RRR RR f^Pl^lf^ f 
’fto W2R< C)m f^to W ? ^Sft^J^'f ’^-’JwRR W^ C^ 

^ato I (RR T5R w RHR m <?o WiWr 'srtr^ T 

Rt^TPTTCRTR Rm? C^ toRi W '-TRRRI <1TOR ^^RC^ «lo 

i^RfR I f5rf5f5lf^, »£1’«R iRs ^ 1^ I to RfU? RR {Rstf& 

toRh m (to ^RfR I R? t^lWlfl 5R 

f^fe* i H RtP? (z-o RTOI vs^ gRR OR yR f -RRRr rr 

f^ f ^ ' P t f^ ' ^ R ^ R RR RR ^ R y RT^RRT ^ 

^to5? R I (?o RRR m CRl^ R5PR toWf RR^ RIR RR 

>ii>il^<^b ' :t^i5i rrfr:«r rc^ ^ c^for im i R??nwR:R to^jtow 
RRR C^fOR^ Cb?R RRt 'OR^’a^f ^ R^ RRR C^fR^S Rt?, tR^R CR^T 
^IRR (Rt I W11?R, to? RC? ^ ?it ^ 

RTCRT R1?R ?Rtoto ??Rtt?? RRR? RIR ?RR RR O^ ?!?? ^<R 
to? Rf? R, f^ C'^W? RR5R to? R^ ! RRR RRW R?^R 
vilRR ?n1? to '^ftolC'R »ll?Rl>ifl- RR? WPRCR CRRR C?, 'ORO^C^? ?R?N 
?R iflR^ RRfR, R9TIOTRR RRIIR? (£|?5^ R«[R$ ?tFS ^®r® ?RR Cb^, 
RRT «iR tR WR? CRR?, »#t I "itolR:^ RRr«T Rlt^f 

RIR#^ I RRR? RRJT? ^OR R®Tl bO ?I? R:? CRRC?? 

I^Wtf? C?R:R CJfRR RtR? RR (to, *£1?^ RtRSrR RR to»CR 

RtCR? ??CR to(RI (TngRT (RRR? (Rl? (to? RR RtR 

RR?«r RR^ f^toll? ?HR? RC? R I R i v r w? ^ t ?^ ?C<? RRRR (R? RT 
^ ^ ^ I ^ "ito?^ 1?toTto ?j?R? R^Rlto? 
•IV^'to ^ RC? R f Rit? (R Tjtofl (to rR^ (71^ (RIRt? totW? 



v^o<^ 


I C'Srj|f^«5l^ ^^RtW?f C^WI’Jl 'ailc.Bi t 4V|||} ^C®T CT, 

*rf cW'q’ I 'sn^^ Tm^ « f j > R ci)'c?it^ ^ 

^ HiCHW I 'fi>r^^<<'8 ^ W lf^H (R»f I 'il’^THR 

“TfWfm” *t^ ^7^ I Tftft -m ^C?I% CT, totqI^ 

TO'Q ^IT'QTn I ^ TO WtW at*fHS[|t W®R (?I, TOfTOfe 

ll^^l ^1c*i C^ajc^ ‘3^4*1 <p^j 1 ‘il^v ‘3^4*1 '^'8^ ^ICH 
cpf*t 1^ ^yQji\ I j[^ ^ ct, ^mi'ollR tootto 

yt'Q^—TO ^ TOfBi "sn^ TOO? TOs»tm '^m\ ■stiir 

^ TOt^ TO’t I —TOTO 

ItTO CTO Mn?C5T TO %5R—TOiR W TOR 

\ 5 ^ 1% 1^ TOc^ c«i»tcgt% t ^ ^^5Ttf^ ^itaiTO ^ ^ c® 

C^’^ff^, f^Pl <JC^CS^*i C^, <jR' <Jl'STj'OplC‘? ’Slf^l^sR '^n CW'Qin "2?^ 

TO’^®^ ^ ^ f^TO^TO»R ^rotf CWTO«R-»il mTS (R*t % TOI 

TO I W5T ^^ITOt W^ (R»RST%, CTO5 ^ iol^ 

1^ froic^, ^v£R ^ ^ I i£R#fT ^ %ff^ TO, 

TOSTOR Tilft «IR C^ %TO, (R^ TO* I TOt CTOfICTO, 
^TO TOmtTO? TOSR (R^, TOtTQl^ TOR TOTO ^sW^rTTOR 
■^T® C®rt^ ^1<PW*1 I 451^ '8*C5R (R ^5% ’5[RIC'1^5 

iilTO^ CWTO ^ I TOR ^5^ TORR ’rfaiTO (R’^H 

■^CTO <R, -'Itt^TOR (RifR C3TC2F&ttTOIc5 ’ftTO ’ftf^TOR 'JjJs^ TO ^srf^RR 
TO TO TO I (R^ 1PRP3^ I^TO ^ TOTO I^TO 

W«lR *Rt ^R*t^ liR ^R) ’TOt^ "^FR I Ctl 

'Ss# tR ^JtTO TO TOPf I liRTO ^ 1^ RTI I ^srtf^ 

C^, TO TOW3IR TOT "^^TOtCTO ^iTtRC^ ^ TOT ^ Wf CTO ^ 
TO (71, "^IRR RTO RSRTPT?^ TO®fJ ^<f Rf^TORR <t TOR 
TOCTO (RsfR RTOR ^‘TRJ TORT TO TO C^ ^, TOI 

TSTpsnc^R <ilTOT ^*7® CR^TR tJ)l^ CTO5 ^1C< (too C<Mf5 UR^R c<iR I ‘5 'OIr 
Rlf^sTOT CTOR RT t RTI^^TCTO C^C)A TO* ^TR TOTCTO C'^FOfl 

^ 2^ RTTR RT I CSRlfTOT^ ^ TOf RCRfICRR ^ TOT Ito^ITO, 

rIr Rf^ RT^RnRTO TOPR^ RTOn:^ TOTO RR4 r R#, RfR (R&T TO* 
trorf^ RTRTTOf CRCR* RR, RCRfTO CRC^ CR, TOlT TOR TO^ '^tlTO 
RRT RW TO RRT RT^CRR sffR CRRT TO’W <R^ ^T%CR* TOC^fi'Q STOITR 
tot I TO^ Wt R^ Rt TO TOtR TORT RTfRs^TCTO TOtIrR* TOR^^CapR 
TO® Rf^FRT^ RSRR I TORR Rt^ RIR R^ '0R^^< TO TO^*CR Rf%R RTTO'Q 
C®T CR^ RTfk^ CRRT TOTOR I 'QRTCR RR^CSR RRT RT^^RR R^I^R* 
RtR 2RrT TOTtt ^’CR Rt^ RTtRR'Q R®r®iaR W R^JTCRR TOTRT fRCRTf^ 
R*RC^ RTf^ RT, TOIL'S OT RfTRTC^ TOR I 'QRTTR Rt-iCRR RfR TORf^TWRR 
^5[fRR*TRT7F TORT CRRR TOR^ ’TO’T^T TOTH^R aiTOR ^5|^ RTWofe TO^ 
^5?fRRSTO ^srfRTO RW I aj'OfR ^TOT I aj Rf% Rt TO ^1^‘CR ^ RRT 
tor I f^'^R CR^ RRU® lyff^ CR^ TO*^ C®CR CR^ I ^TOHlRR ai’RftR Rf%R 



(to ^nsfm ^ ^ wm "sipt 1^ to 

^ ?prf bw ot, 

TO^ TOl%TOT^ ^ >rsf<^ ?Rrf| T ^ 

^ TO«f ^tm t^, ^PPTO, TO^, TOm^ 
>r5i^ TOUPf? lii’^rprTO ^«P5Tf^ ^sif^iro ?to 

I 

TTp^ ^ TO TO I ^??rn?TO ^rpj^ (m 

TOT TO I WTO, TOUT'S wrf^ <PI, <4^ (TOT! 

^|R.^5J 1^*1 I tiRf f^'S^ SJTOTWS 'TOT 

i^Tf^TO TO TO! ^*»T rr^5TO #Pn, TOTO C^I^ C^fwiPI^ 

^vojlf^ I TOT ^5(31 C^c^jf?®i, ^TOT C^TTWT^j^ ®is?(.^ SrHvs, '?f'»Hvog^ 

TOT c’tR^ ^5 t;to m TOW! TOT ^ I ’fTlWi^ RiWTf^ Rrtot tot 
TO 8TrnT<?rTR ’TOi? TO^, wr wm ^stto (TOnro wro 

I ^5^ TO’i^ wfT 1% filCil!'SrH ? SHTOPT CMTO W^T 

^tro:^ fTO5,jo^ cwr ^ wif%5R c^nn ^ i c^ 

C^ TO%T TOf^TO fro TOit WffI I >3^ TOl^TO TO_R—TO® ‘T C^ 

TO[^ 2rT®f (TO? TO 'TOT TOTO:<? TOt^TO TOT 

CTOC^ ?1^TO, ^t 15H, ^!^TTl^-TOT?aiTO5, TO, ?T Rc? TOT TO? I f?s^ 
C*^ TOT C*fft "JSJ? CTO, Wf? ?s® C^rtt "2^ f CTOTTT?! R^ CTO^ ^ (TO^, ®T?T 
C’fCTO?!^ CTOC^WTTOmwTR^; Rs^ TO C^t^TOT ?C? ^^R?^ W3r*f(23 

wtR? R?^ tot ^tcto, toh:^, (ptto? toto to^tt wiRf tot 

?5r? Rrcro i's?! (ptto^t to^ to? R i 'sto ^si^sn TO'©Rt 

^^TOSI? RTO? ^oR R I TO»TT ?T?:TO^C*t? TO[C?? TOtt Rto? 

TOC? ?T TOC? (Prt R?c? ^TOTO CTO? *?<T TOT? C?^; ???«f TO TOT^, 
-siTO—?ftC5ft TOf? ^TOt*! CTO ^fro ^ I TO WfR TO?T ?^ C?, ^ilC?? 
^T^ Rf^Tft ^ TO? TO R^ift ^rrr, ^nsTtc? ?R Iwto ^ 
TO*!:®! TO? ’tte Rc? 'SC?? '?T\?TC® TO, W«lT^ 'SC?? ?tRR? Rf% 
TO RTO I TOT RTTO to?? '*iR>' 53®1 CTO I (ilR C^C-T? ?s?T C?, 
’•?%? ^T^ C? wf®WWT ?snSR ?5?C® <il?s ?^ ^T?? TO’t ^i]?s^ ^?,SfTC?? 
TOTTO c?t wRwwr ^ Rc? viJC? TOT I '8?T Rcwc?? 2fC?TWC?t Rtto I 
wrsi?T C^'&^VJl? TO TOT?J ??TO (TOR TOT Rs RcTO I TOT RtTO 'R 
^T^ ?R ^ ?R TO ^fro TO TO’c^t “‘iRsSR^ TO 

'sniR^ R 25 R® R fR” t 2 T?TR?T ?>it®'Tc«i ?5TCTOT ?5 ?c^; c?^ 
K®I TOC? I ^£ic® TOTC?? RbRr® ^TO R* TO^ f 'SC?? C?®C^ C^ TOC? ®T 
TO?T C?s? Rm ?s?? T ^ ?nTO TO?T ^n%Tft ^ ?T ?s?TO I TO?T >T?T^ 
WTR C?, TOfC^ R?T?P1TO 2TTO C?nR TO ?R® I TOI? ‘R 
?s?lR C??T TOCf C?, SllWf? W ?lt CTO ^ C^ ?Tl®TTC?C*f? ^Tt^ 
C»f? TO wrt® ?5?C?R I TOT ^ITO ^ '^rac?, W?TO ?s?C? 

TOTC??fif»[^TO?T '8C???TOfTR^Rf^?T I C?T? TO c?ft TO c?»r, 
viTTOS ?R C?fT ?R ®R'W ^RTOT "^C? to? I C®T ‘iT^ R^^ ?? c?. 



vSoH 

^ ^ ^ 'm w ^stus isw^ ^ ^ I ft^f^ 

2fU?lT®R (?I, ^5K5f^ ^ “'TOS?, ^ 1^ ^^5^ ’ffC^R, 

^5i®»tar ’fnsR i ^tcsr^ sf^sti:^ ^srw? ^ 

wrsj^ ^hRvs «ij?^ ‘iRj^ w^ wmr w c’fc^fl i ^h^?i w 
■ sf^TO, 1^ ^ ^ ^ C5tJtt%^1^ <WC^H ^ 

^•i(.<? c<iNi(.^ I 'ojif^ ^i®TC5 ®nf^ 

<71, ^NICl^ ^ ■'ff<^|^C^ <|I>TO 'Sfs^ ^ 

^sK^ w^ ^ sHTTf^ ^ w^ "srmt s^ 

t^srm I ‘iW<?It m?^ W{ f^'S WT<?R, 

(71, (7rrf%i7f& ^ ft^ «f»| c^ ^ i ^rmt 'o^ ^ 
^ I ^5(t^rm ^ni^r^i ^^sc?r—' ijwi f^c^wi^, 'm 

‘fiwT ^srmr ^ ^^■c»n*m# i ^ ^ -<1^ ^srmt Rcetcii^ ^ 
‘^'t^rc^ wmrcpt^ '5rt<?n^n7P ^rort ^n:^ ^ i 'srmt ^ 

CFP^ 21^ I WR WfJ W5T^ ft^ ^ ^ I 'Q?T 1% TO^H ^ 

(71, ft^ ^sttsthtt? f^ cm'«f (TfC’^ ? i£it ft?? totfr 

nlsT^f^ 'Q^—^£r5T <jfn <5Pi Wt^’U^T f% ^5[*nT?I <l«ll 

i£HS^v8 cs\ WS^ ^ '*llCTf^<i|?l ^«rT—^ >HC^<C<^ 

^£i;?rg c^prm I fef?n c^’tf^ f^, c^ w ^<?n 

I ^, <^(71 •'I ^ <75T ^«f ^ ^ I 

^ 1^ ^??m7pn:^ 

?sitf®§ ^<5? ^ I ^ ^ ^'‘TOT ^5ncs#m 

^ ^ c^ ^ nf?; ■!^ (7T PiPit?!^ 

^ W^, ^(tw^ C«fC^ (7R ^ ^THTI, 

wn f ^ wfsfff^ w w^ I 'snl^ (7f^ ^»ff| <71, 

I >i>l<Wil W=^ (71 SjTO ^5lc^ 

^5T?fU5?i ^sdvsrsftct ^ WTO ^ ^ wmt sm (ti 

WK^'Q WT®J^ft®f I Wtf^ CT, 

^^®ll(.n(.*1< q(!p|^W ^tTFfCW &(.CuJ»$l ^5ft ^TT^ 

^TP5KT I WTsTlW? ■'TTI^ C^JTC^ Wlf^ «i«iC'o 151^ CT, 

^srnsrnTRT w^ ^, wtiT?^ w^ wtro^ sft't 

W5^T ^ I ^twc^ ?[T?5fR7fc*ra 'sn^ ‘#ri7i ^ wt?r5^^ ■sn^'Q 

'iiPtiTi wmr ^ '5rrt?n ^ ^ witori 

■’Tt^ C31WHJ wffi, *tfw tel WPRTf'Q iltel ^ 

I «1|^ ^ Wtf^ (?*m I 

ws W?Rm wtwte : ^IP#?I TOm, W3®f ^ 

C^ ^ I Wtf^ WW teTRT TO ^tei? ’SRI't Wtel tes '51^ WTW(7P 
WWM W?I ^CS^ I te¥, wn7TT5TO TO WPTfl^ 

#^-^«f writ w^, <3^ ^t®n? ^sTt^p? ^, wwc'Rr'Q i wii^ 

^srm teTi? TO ww i?tt (71, wmc^ ^r^feRi wrwi^ 

I 



nDoV 


tilt I W5§ 

1?TO5r ^ #ri?T, 'i3^ %ni^ 'Q^m:^ %rf^ ct «cmm 

i£I^ TT^SfPl ’lI^olPl'^ (7T >1^I<U ^«tf% Wf^'O 

^ ^ I ^1^, W^ CT 

^srn:^ i ^snf^ n?f^ Irofl ^srrc^rmr^ 5^ 1 

^r^isfrsi 2n<«rf^ ^5m7»rn?R^ 1 

cflTjif^^ P l ^ f^rcTO^T ^ ■^c^ c^ I Rhch^j ^ 

■ 51 ^ ^£^^ 1^'Q^ '^Wl CT '4!C'o CT f^ CT 

^ % I fH"l>?l^ ^ ^ C^ I ^srt^ 9l1^ I .<1^ 

1^^?nf^r$t (71^ 

iS^ <OTt ^ 1^ ^snwc^ ^?5£t7[ %et ^ 

^iTCTO ^ ^ cncpH ^ 

^ tiRs ^[5H f^*rRT TO ^ ■*tt^ ^J]Rt I ftff% 

to I 

i£i^ (?i ?s«n <«if^qt>i, ^^*irwTO 5ii^i»Ri ^’ra 

(?T'e?rr ^jTO I to^’I <^1 

c^c«f% I ww, wst, ’tvs^c^ a(^®f ^ 1 

(.»i^et*ij <ij<p(iiH ’11^'^ "51^ Rc^1^t®i*< 'TOTOh 'ai^<c<iic’t?r *^r^t, f^s^N TOT 

^ I 1^ TOTO TiTTO f^5?rr tot CTO WTO TOTO ic^f 

TO ^ I 'SlTOT ’tl^ c^ ^ TO ^5?T TO^^-TO ^<?lt 

TOTO <^‘?r, ‘il^ TO <jf«f% WTO WTO I TO% TOTO, 

CTO CTO <?l CTO ‘flt ^ K5^ %TO I 

^£i?T wn ^«ff% # TO TO ? >r^ TO TO, ^(^c’s^ca?^ 

^WT, TO TO I TO%t ^ 'flW^ WT ^^STO TO, TOm 

^f^C^®f WT -s^sTO TO I 'ijt (?T WT ^TO«T 

TO ^-TO ^dro C5TTOtf|%^ TOfro ■^s^ 
C5fft ^TO TO, ^ITO TO^ WtC^ ^ ’TT??!^ 

TITO I ‘fl? TO 'iRs^ TO TO I ^tTOTO ^iiTW 

^^Ttf’tc?!, "^pd^ ^C’l^) c^n^^w?! ^1^ ^C'S ^ ^<i*«i ^srtf^R^r^ ^lui ^Ti?f?i 

TO TO ?T < 3 ^ ^Sft^ TOT TO^ TO<T TO TO CWC*!^ 

TO to TO w cw?T^ fro, snwiT fro ^if^iii ^tfl;^ w® c*f«T wr 

TO WTO WTTOWT®^TO CTO TO I TOITT C^f^TOfC^ 
vilt ^ ^ W CrotT'Q TOC^ I ‘fl^TO ^ TOT'S Tfri^ ^ 
TTT^tTO ^TTI^ W C^, 

CTO 1 TOT?P (7r«tf| ->*1!^^ TO 

CTO TO ^ W ^ ^ TOR TO*TR 

W^^TO TO I TO lilTO CTOI 'QTO TOT ^CTO? W*d^ 
tot (R^ Wt)=T ^ TO ItoR W ^ FTCTO ^£151^^ CTO-(75<1 



'SOtft 


^srftTO f% ^ ? ^srfwc^ %ff^ %=T? (?i 

ftl?T^ »tf^ ^ ^ ^<IWH ? 'srp^ c®^ 

^ ^ic>ii^H s(»i% I ^rcviQ^H^ 

^(^Fm ^ic=*tr*i^ ^ c^ ^5p?m ^pgrc^i 'Q’^H<M-a 

C5f^ 5 --pt# (?1^ I ^5HT vijtSiM 

to c^ivicff-a f^ to^ »'srpfto 

^srtWrto ’*tf^ 1 % csti iflfi ^ c^ c^n?^ Tt< 

^ "^mf I fiitoH ^ tow, tow ^sTRira fi(*TR 
^ ^??nwwt?j c^ ’•ttot# ^ t?n%t towi ^ w? 

lilt ’Itosnf^ ^ t ^sitWWs lilt WW3t sfwpgR 'aiisirw^i w-wst^? 
srro ^[wt^-'^*rr cw'sth i 8 (wtw^ ■ 5 ^, ^-""rai fto ^—■^-■* 1 ^ 
^^ittowp to w w '^i<<pf1 ^ to er?i^^ ■^, ^ 

Wf I ^srmws lilTO ^fW lil^^ ^ I lilt's 

1^, ^ to?i 3i<4tw^ ^itt^ I tor^ wm c^ i§wm% ^ 
w, siTO ^ w I tont ^siTsrat fto 
Sim wt^ f!^ (7W1? mft lilt wnitow c^ 

^t^rfW^ ■?[’«trsilt W g|^ liirTOT, W5 ^SfPWT >[W 1 i^C?jft I 

^’^trsift m, ’tto 7 ^, ^^ffTTwwm m*t*rR*r ^ <wc^h ^to?'6 
i£i tow (?r«rf v4)i<j'4)^c<-si ^ w (W^rf^ro 

^ c?F®n ?nc^ wift cm\ w, 

^WIW lilt^tW ’*tton^ TfPf^ ^ WtU5 ^^eTtOT*R(^ Wft ^ I 

^srR% ^^* 0 ^ wtc^H w, ^simr tom ^ 1 

c^it'SfHj ^srtmw^ fifwtiSR ^ w ^sn^n^tfto ■*tf^to 

^ I lilt snijw^ <?H TOS=^to to c<?fws tow m ?sf^, 
lii^ ^mito 3^^ I ^[to“ tofit ^sm ^iwiw^ 

<^'^<j ^JWW ’311^®^%^ C^CSJ ■^^.’fWf Ftto?l ■"!% liW?. 

’tto ■^[fto wr’fs ^ I lilt ^ <^^wt ^??Ttw»rws ^dtoiw^i 
^ wtw? wT?rt i^ tow #P?tw <iTw liiw^ C3!t 

>i'^w tow mm liw^ ^mswi mw to 
^wto TO mto ^ > simto ^wro, ^to wtcmr w, 

TOfws m5]mw*tto '® tow i ^ toto 

tom^ (rnmw to to tow mro c^ to kto i 

^mwws TOf^to mmt cTOR TOw^ liit mroi mm sf^^m mto 
I to mtmmifl ww mtwm m 1 to% ww, 

lilt mft mtwwm mft ^ 1 liit mft totm totow mtt’W mft, <iiw 
m^cTO? mto mtW“TO TOm to to m 1 Ito ctom ^wmrcw 
ton w mm TOiw^ to (to to to to ^mw (wt mw«f (tow wmt«f 



'Sio 

cmf^ 1%c?i 

^ f^lt^ ^ f^iiTO I 'srH% -si^m, 'o^ ^ ^ 

CT, ^Rt<l ^'0 I ^BITTOS '0^ ■^Tt^tTCST? ^if^W 

CTO—'sn^ ^1%c?r 9m, ^ 'ii'*f^ <jc^ 

^TOf? "^ifro 1■«rm ^ i > 01 ??? toc^ i 1>f to t^, 

f^PlulQ C^ 'silc^—31*^*^ '*l<l'3^l?J I 1% ? 

’ms I 

(C®Tt*TsrM) 

^rR% ^’fTTO ^??Tt (?i ^ ^srUro 

^ I siTO ^Tirn:^ ft=? 1 TO’t 

c#rg#rsf^ 1% to 1 TOtc^ (?i 

C5TC’*t? W®T W'iC^*^, Wtf^ Hi ©tHlf^ 1 f<»'5^ f^<j«qvsc<P 

stt^ <p^ cwt v£l^f^ €lt%TO'0 I TOK^ ^'5I<^ 

I 'sr^t»tn, ^ toc^ ^’jrr 

l^^nst?! ^RT TOI cflF^ ■*!%? '^sT^ C^fC^ 'St«i>ll*rt^TOs 
^TO TO TOf TOm TO^ I f% >0^ ^srflTO to:^ 

P *5 C?RS fw ^■•^f%fD^»R 3^ ^0^ TO WTO, 

n«tTO^ TOT, ^ TOtC^ (Tl^TO^ f^tJlf^ '0 ^r TO f^-il TOTTO TO^ I 

(CTOTO) 

^TOfc^ (?TOf^ '0 c;to tot tot^ tot 9\ 'TO f^ sfcrrfTO 

TO%T I WT? (?m^ wt TO m TO^ TOrnr ^ to to tot tot 
C’tC^ I CTO ^*?fl, 2|TO^ TOTOTO TOf^TOT TO^ t^, tTOT^ TOf^ CTO 

^ TO TO ^CSTC^^ I 'TOm ^ <il^, TO TOT TO ‘fll^ TO ^ ^TT—TO?t 
^TOSr f^TO I TOm ^TOT^, I TOtCTO C^lfTO ^ 

(cqiT <£i5r (£|) TO TO (?I TO TO? C^ TOTOTO TO? C5tf ?sc?c^ i 
TO% TO[@TO %TO f^TTOT ?TTOT TO®^ ?T, ^?T TO?T 

»£TTO? ?TO5 ^ Rt I TO? ?TO5 ?tf^ ?H% CTOTO^ TOR TO 

?f?C»i? C’T^ CTOt#TO ???T? tot CTOR I '£1^ TO^ ?S’?R ^ TO P 

TO^c? TO? >01^ tet?i ?sf? TOsra? si1% ?f? wR5®t 'srr^ ^sttot 

CTO TOC? CTO CTO C#*n?T ?T f% ?C? ?yc? TO? TOc? :>^'S 

TO?TS to ??TO ?k?? ?T% ?5C?? p TO i£l? TO ‘fl-C?? ^«(3? ?^ CTO 
C?T?f? ???^ ?5C??—^tc?? TO TO <il-C^ ?C®T ^t?T? Cb^l ?SC??^ ?T t% 
TO p ?sTC^?Tt?, ^ ?R1^ ?^ C?, ??tCTO?t C<5tj t t^ - <i r^^ 

?T I ?!?% ?^TOT ?TOf?, ?sT^ ?T?TO ^ TOt*Rt^^C TO? I C^ 
^W TO? ??C^ C?, ?T^?TC?l?*t? ?l^? ?tC^ '3t?|^'Q» ?? ?J?’?(I 

?TO TO I TO?, tor® TOC? C? ??^ ?WI?H '0to CTO TOT TOC?? 
^ Wto ^TO? To??, TOTC^ ?to TO TOT iCBf C?TO«R m I ^ 
lil^ TO? TOTS f%%5TO:? f?C?T^ TO? ?T?% WTTC?? ??C^ ?Tt C?, 
?t%? '^tm ^ TOg? C^ ?5?C?? ^TO?T P TOC^ TO?? CPr0?T 



^ I c'f's^t ^ (7f’«rn?? 

c®rr^ w^< wtrtc^ 

C’llf^'n^) (4^1 ciCH^l 1^11^ ’siT5W?f I ^ol?f, ^ ^fH 1% f 

^sftf^i ^ c®rTlf^'<tft^ f®rsrm ^ C^ ^£1^ Wf^fTOT 

? %n^ c^-^ ^srrsrfw^ ^i^OT^rai ^ (7r«n^ w\m w^ 

^ ^'Q?n 'fnm ^ I i fei c^ ^ c^ 

c®frif®<r^^ m\^, to '^m\ ^ ^ i c«ti?i^ *©1% 

^ ©RT ^ITC^ I ^iC'sr^ <i]^ CT '^l'»i'3^®t ^5Rt<gf?|s^|?I ^1% ©n^Rt?rf 

^C^C^*i "^flJ 'oiRIC'^^1 '£1^ ^v*PU>55 ^TSR l>iC^ "55^^ I ^3^© <lRl >lj|<, 

I ^JK, ^ ©CHtl <1^, ^£1^ CT f*f^ 

TiTc^ ^’RRT ^ ^t^<H ■^c^, ©rmc^ csfntot^ 

^ifto f^ ? ^ ^ ^t®T ^’Rmt •iito* toR ^srmr 

©tos ^i'8tc<<i OT&T fiRT't c^ ^’RHt ©tos toi:^, 
©rmt <£1%^ ^£1^3# I >£1^ #^r?rtlt ^ to ’*ra=t ^^sta to 

^Rr#i ’ftr?i to K5T Rt TO to? ©R^tTO? i 

i£I?s^ 'Srlfi ^I'SrW C?’?fC? f??Ut ?t CT?TP? ?s^r5^ ^cs^ 

ftor, ^i>iH tosfc?? R?i*n*R ?st?r Itoi ^i>i<i <£iftof 

I ttoHR? tor ^’Rt?! ’SR? ?RR I TOHRS TOfC?T? ^ ?tto ^ 
'WS ^ ^stoHW? ^ I ^?TOT 4tol TOTO 

^^Jc<P C<M»i ?P?u'®| c?^, ©ft??ICh'? ?s?l5^s| ^SR <IR}R | ©TR 

rt^torto w?, C's?iitor^, lij ctos ©n^ror 

©ri%to '5?Rn (?TI^TO ?RC?? Rf I RR^ TOR C»R ?s<jrt 

TOtC^ ©^ TORT ?T ftff% R?, TOfC^ i£lt TOTOR 'm^ 
TO^ 7RTO CRR CR^ ?stoR ^R? ?st:?R CR^ ?RRR WRJ TORT ‘£^ 
RWR ?W RTOR ©nfl, TO?t CTO? ?sf? CR, TORt ^ 

RR«!fR ?s^ I WP^ ^ TOlt TORt tofR R^t? ^£3?^ ^ ©^ ©TRR 
#?R?? RR, TOnCRR© #?R?? TO TORt RTOlt RR«^ WRtf^ I "BfR 

to[ l_ _ ^ _ 

'5c?T*rt*mR : RtR% "^tro rtor, ^ «tTOi 

RS^ ©rto CR 2tTO CR^ fiJTOC^ R^g?s^ef TOtf^ I RR<R TOtf^ 
TO© %rt t£l?TCR ^1C>1R RTOI (RC?C^ ^itCRR RC?J tot^ RCRR RRT R^RW 
TO tot© ^gCRt? RRR 1^ 1^ TO#t1W?s I Rf?© ^ RR^ RTOR RCR 

»£RSR^ ^^tto ^© ^ RW RRTtRT I^Jt RCRR Sift? ©ito CRTO 
CRR TORS W S|TO?R ?TOs TOt^ Rstoft R^lWt TO '£R^ TOR^ 
RTOttot RSCRt:^ I ©rt^ ©RRS TO CRC?f| CR, »£l^ <lrtoto ^[ICSS^ 
TOtCRR WUCRR i£R^ 2R© Rtf^ RCTO ©l^i© ?€tRTOR *£1^ fto TOR, 
CRt ©ttSRT ©n?RS WR?R CRto Rll!5 TO tolfl 1 ©tCR?s TO?R 
fitft? ©|{^^ RRRT ^©Rt RC^© ’®Rt CR^ttRS RIRTO RRR ©f?C5Tlt 

RSCTOR, CR^ ©t^TO TO TO CR^ I ©lCR?s R^ ©ITORR HtoRS ’•ttott# 
RRR CBTR ^toR TOTR RTRRR RRR CB^ TOTOH Rt TOTO ©TtCRto 



^ ^ I wm i 

srifHCiit^*^ I wi^ f^c*i'w *£i^ ai^«r '^pm ^ 

^ 'ai'^jHj ^ ^5ilW*R 

j5i^ tto ’trfk ^^snm '^Mf^ ^ wrs 

>p*n:¥ -sji5j«r ct ’t^rr fiiGiwH ^ ^ i »£i^ 

'sftm '5r«m ^<?tT ^ i w ^sn^nw? ^sm:^ ^sr^rs ^srmra 

I ^i^Tw<j Tttf^ 'aimrc^ w^ w <?PH OTT TOnm m ^ -^s^ 
CTO (?^ I ^ (flfSi's ^=1% TO, to (yf^ ’TOF 

<?i, tom ^t?*r (mro (mims toito> tot ^'s 

TOTc^ TOT 3T?rft ttor to m*«t^ to:^ to ^tor TOmr 
'3TO ^iTO TOT I ^ %iTc® toil I %T (mro toro ^'s 
cwc^c ^ I ^>TTO toc^ tor ^ wrf^ ^ i to cnc^r (?nto <m, 
(iiTO^T jjhrit ttor ’trfT^ c^ c^rc^ (mTOmi'^iTcs^TO^^’'^ 

(TTC^ TOi^ TO^TO WtTO^ I TOTO TO ^ (m, 

to to ‘^’ w “ttoT nfft’ ^ ^ "*fTOs stttot tocf^r 

I tom TOT TOTOTO ^ sm^ ^TOTm 1^ TOCTO 

^ T tom ^^pnai Ti^ to crom tot i ^I'Src^ ‘^tot 

vim^ W ^ TOT TOTOl?*m ^ TOm? ^’tCSf ^ TO CTOTO fiTCSirt 
TOTO I ^srtTO (TOtom CTO? TOS fw ^5TC^ TOTttor? TO TO I 

^snfsr tor^ to? witc^ ?to crotom ?’*m fi}^T?5T c^tto 

TOC^, ^TOT?T TO?toPT ?s?^, ^TO?T SffT«t WIT wmTtoPT 

CTO ^5imr fTO^®T TO? I TO?T (^WTf? C??3-;£J^ WIT TO ^TO? ?sf? I 
^wssTO^ c?sf^i^»m-^£i <£to TOT’t cTO%rm ^sriro ^ 

1? I ^ '^ms c^TO? TO WT ?sc?fl c?, wm^m cen? ?sc? ?555£m 

>£1?^ ttor ’TT#? wcmro? cs^ tot:^, ^ to 

?TO 5Tt I CTOl? '8’TO tarto? TO ^IT^ '5|vtf3tl>lf?^ TOC^ C^ms^Tf ?STC?T? 

TO TO I <71^ ^ ^?!S|Tto CTO? ^^^art^TOC? C3#T 

TOC5T? wmrtom to ciiTO to i toro^ ^ i 1 ??t^ 

tot» siTO t^sTTfw mr^'pncTO? ^itto^ W <^to to to ^sfer's 
1% >£m to ?Rp5T—wrfT?TOT^ TO ?sc?c^—-^c^sfto? 

C»fm®r ?s?T? ^ TO WTRTtom TO <la?l? ?'f'®T? ?CTO?, WTO ^IC^IV^H 
^ ?yc?c^H I 17!^ TOf? c? ?s^ c®fT? wmrtor? ?yc? cw^^ i ^TOft, 
^sfiTOf? ^tton ^TOlt ^’^mro ’tTOto ^sito? to ‘£j^ ?n^ <itc¥ 
TO ^ to ’TTOto ^sitoc? wm ?sc?fTOR i tot ^ 
wtf^ t^T 9i (im-iii? ?^ WTT fijgi? to c<i?t? (to ?sc?toH i ^srfto 

?S?C^ toR r TOT? torsi? TO ?TO^ t TO?T TO TO?^ ?t% TO 
TO?TC? fC9T CTO to TOIW? to? CTO CTO flto to »TO 
«msT»tT tocto TO TO TO, TOTOT ?Tf^ ^ ^ittto ’f§*n5 TO I ‘^l? 
to 1^ TO% vim wflw? ?TO cro to^^ ? ^to to:^ 
TO t TO% tow TO^, TO? ^TO^nc?? to toe? ^toc? c? 



^ ^ ^*17 ^ ^ ^K 

<TC^ TO <£1^ ^rt^ (?n«t W^T, 1^ 'St'I^Slil^iNI^ '5TO 
^^STRI 'it'uic^^ ^ (rRcti to^ n«t-^r?rTO 
^TOt ’ftlt'S TO5? 1^, C^TTO ?l^TO CTO CTO TO^rm c^ 

f^CHC^H I TO^ ^f^l^-sl TOTC^ R^sJTsTC^ 2Rn TO C5C?I ^ 2R«T 

R^SffC^R TO?fTO (RTOC^ I TO^ (RT^ttlTO ^■C?J«i.HlCV 
I TOfC^ ^‘‘ITOT ct^niTO t«c?l^rcsi TO I ^ 

^T® t^C?I C5T 1%C?I^?TfC5J^ 2(f^ ^’RTCPR ’^TT 

C^l^ C'^f^H C^ ^’RTC^ C^TC^ ^t*if^«iR—^^RBTf 

TO5^ trt^ TO’t^, TO5T CTORI TORTO^RjCMV, 1%C?l«TO TO C^^tc^ 
1to% 5^ (£pr^ wtTOTO C3f#^ c>#R %f, ^snl^ totc^ ^ ^srf^ro 

TO| ^ I (Rf^ ^ TOtR TOtR f^tl^T c^rfrofl®? 

WTO TO ^ TO TO CTO«t C^f^ f%^«t TOT TO%T TOt^ 
%:TO WTO TOfl®T I TOfC^ ^?>^rtCTO ‘STO %CiJ«s.HR<l^^ TO 
TO, TO TO (R^, C^ ^TOTTO i£Rs=5t'Q C^ 

(Rf^, ^^TOTOR TfC< «£1^ CSTTO'S 05t C«if^, (?I 1^f^ ItoTOITO 
^jfrol^FTCTO TO<C=T CTOt%TR, TO?I CTORT C^ TO TO^, 

^TOTT ^ to^^fCTO W^ @CTO (71 TOf^C^IH (7T^ %1R 

WRfC^ ^ItTOT f^RlCii f^C'S y|^ I Rt ^B>'3qfi^ Wl^ 

TO ^TOT?rt TOR I ^f®'G^rfw WT® TO ^ 

®tTO TO ^TORT CTOsra ^'Q®T (RTO Rf I TO ^ ^S^^CTOTO W TO 

TO TOJR TOtCTO ^ ^ l^fro tor 1^'CTORR CTOR cm’tJ TOR 

TOR, TOTOTOR ^^^RCRR '^ffeRRTT 'Q TO'® cmTO TOR TOCR I Wj^ 

'ail.^Q^P'oR 'si'oH (RTOTR, (71 ^srt^fRTOt ®|Rt TOTRIR C^fRlTICTO I ^^TRT 

^ TORR RSTO TOTITO I ^ RCTOR ’ttik RTO ^ R^TO 
tor I (.vtof^ln^Ri RRC® tor I R»^ yfR ^1^ RRR RlTR TO CR, RSTTTO^ 
StR, RR ^TOCR ^TOTfCTO RWT f^Rc.?! CTOR IRJ—<il^ RRR 'ST'R ^ 
(7R RT TO (7#CR 'iRsJ TOT RTTORR I 4 toR TOT CTO^ (7lt®TCR ^ ^ 
RRCRR I ^ ^ ‘iJTOCR f^f^Rfro RRT m n ^C^ I CerJtf^vjl^ 

^ I ^ fRf^^il^, ^ ^ f^-R RRT ^cRfroro I 
®TO RTRfTOTO (71, IrWiIr, fR ^ ^RTC4^ TOPTR CTORl TO®>^ 
sHTirsfCR ®Tm ^snWTO Rtf^ CTOR I RTTIr R^ RTR% TOTO CTOT, 

RlR^ TORTCTO ^nfR—R^ Rlf^ WTIr (TiRtCR ®tWR €T-TO^ ^ 

9 \ <^1RRT crofR, ®TCTO ft-'^jCTO tC^RTRs 1 r TO TORRt CTO I RTOTO 
WRRftR TO^ TOTO CTOT TOTO, %TO Rl1^ TO 

1^-c® rtrrt ^rrtrt Irosft ter ctor tocrr i rttr^tcto crtot 

SOT CTO, *tR ^R rM®, ‘^IR^ R^ '^C'oT t£RPf^ (Tf'oRlC'l CTOT RfTC^ I RI3P 
RCT TO 'SRsi^ C^mm CTOCRR CTOTTR TOtCTO TOR CRRt TOR Ir TO f^-R 
(Rsm CB?j | f^Sll CTO®T’ <iRi CRTOR ^ CRTO TOR Rf^TTOR CRCRR I 
Tor RR% RRRJCW^ RRCR TOPTR RRfR CR, ^RRRT ^RIRrR TOR 



(C’tt'TSJW) 

^ ^ i ^ w^ ^ c^ 

osfni^^t^ ^ c^JTf^'Q w^ oi^ ^ I ^ ^ ^najc^^ ?Rf| (?i, 

^m^«r to (71, t?nto v£i^^ 

fito tor^ I '5n^[c^ ^ Mtto ^'(?rcB\b 

sff^sto ’^'Qin ^m'>i'^f^ ^rfto c^ ^sito^ 

t?n%t (7m 11^ ^’RTctm sr<mlt, ct 

^5ito? fito c^ I ^ ^ wsR CT, 

'm ^ f ^5to (?rsm 1% c>i^'»iw 

^ ^ ^sif^pp ?si?rt ^ I ^<?rt 

(71, <jf^^fR<^, Ti%[ Tr^<^, 

Tt^<5i ^*1^ ^ ^ 'sr5 >i^wrPi^4>i 

to, ^£(^ ^ ^ ^ •?R7i m (7fi:’<f ‘^’ “^tor ’lift’ w wmnm 

(7W, gnTHSHTT ^TOTTt^m I ^I'SrW ^51^ ^sn^RT tJTf5to 

liRs *4??? WRt^ I 

^iT#t: >iH^?i '5rm% '^’^trsrlt w*m 

^rrsfc^ (7[ gf®m to (iRTic^^, ^ (Tit wf| i ^ (ti 

2(TO to ^snrrrmm ^srsi^ 'o^^< i ^simt wif^ 

^^»iu*ic*m ^rtu? ^ c^ 'srf^ (ti wc^, ‘fit 

^t<to^ wm ^snsnm c*tm®m to:^ •fit i ‘fit 
wn ^srnsRRs •^tto toi^ t?nto ^ ^ >Trsit%?s 

»rT7R7rt#t, ^ ^rnj^ (rrihr cb^ w 

c^mim (71, ^srt^ ‘fit to •‘ittom c«?R7p w 

toc#si ^ i5tc5![ I ‘fi^ ^ '^% f^*(tTr 

I ^srrsRT wfpf (?*t’«( (ti^ 

^wi^w (71 to wm 

VTOtbR 'Q (?W«m toc^ ^'QTO (75T ‘fRs<2f! 

(71, ‘fl^ ’fttoH (Tlc^ ^ (TIC® m 1 ^ (71 

ilR^ 1®f%C® ^'Si(l^ ^^2fR BlPic^i ^nc^ C^t ^•'i^pI ^flf^ R>l^c'fi 

Ttw*tTR?m ^ t?it%t ^ ^scTO, ^siTJC^, ®m wr ‘fi’^K (n 

‘fit -*3^??Tm >it^«=a ^tto 

toc^ I ‘fit ^srpsmt c^mc® *nt^_’ito *ntoTTO ^in#^ 
^llt^ ®mf®l® R'OjI ^5®Tt 

^WCt?, ‘fRt. '®(I’1I^ f^RTl'Q Util'S orap er*?* "STT^^C^ ®T9t «c®ll I ®l^l gltcsm 
•m «rm ^<Ttt ^ ^ittor toc^, ^srcsms »i^^c4 ^wc^, ^srisrs 

f»psFic^, ^ ‘Q 'o^^< c®^ ®tijt ^ toc^ I ‘fit^ *«??f%9n, 



W5TTO <3 (?R f >13^^ (?r, ^rn:? >Tm^ 

'5^ ^5TOJ (?I %T^ (?I C^ 

TO ^ t^rrf^ TOm^ntf if ?to ^rm «i^mr< ^ to«^ i 

TOm TO^ TOTORT TO[^ TORU 'Q 

I ^'® TORJT 'Q ^srrsRit i 

^5K5RI ^rn^ CW^TO <?I ^TO—TO^ TOTO TO C5!^ 
cTO TO^»T (TnTOTO TOc^ ^ TOC^ 'Q ict, 

^S^-^[TO TO'S TOC^, cTOt TO I TOfC^ ^5tTO ft^ C*T^^ ^ 

af?f I ?[Tt^sTOTO TOcTO TO trow TOto OT'sTOI^ to 

wft ^TO TOTO TO^ I TOt ^tTO^P Tot i 

TO TOT v£ 1?^^®TO TO^ TOfI (?I, TO ^^SJTW Tgfft TO CTTO ‘im 
‘ipTO w^rsi TOT?^ CTTO^T jffw, csf^^ 'sn^ TOro w TOt’t 
-TO, TO TOT <iRri WIT tro, TOiTR TO sitot:^ TOro tot? 
?w <?^?TO I 

tsnzj : 'srro?, TOn:^ TO i^fTOtf^<p w 

’si?^ C? 2tTO# ‘ilCTO, cTO ^ Wt?Tf^ I WTO? 

C??? (.•i'S?! TO ^<p^l ■>l4^’*|\0 2|^T? C’P't ?Rn? C? SlCD^I ^WT.^'T 

^ TO^ TOTf^ I TOTC<i? ^TO? ?J??I? 

?TO ^ (^ ?T C?^, TOtT?? fro? ?f? TO i^I?^ 21 TO (TO, TO 

fipjf^?? '0?*^ 'ail'3'sfll^<p ^£1?^ cTO fil^T? cJTTOT CSf?®fT C?l? 'Q^IT? 

?T\TOf ^TOc?tT?T?T I ^[^5?T\ TO ??^?? TO5T 2|^T? ^Tf*T '^'S?T? 

al C^ r g t ^TO % I TO(?5 TOfUSl ^ ^ (?, WTO ?^ TOTW? TO 

?T5.^^ ftff^ (^i'Q?!? 21*11 ?r5f^ ^^RT?T ?m?T? I (?r 

7 ^ T*t^ ftf^ ^ vsff^isfrtf^ TOc? ?®^^ (?i^?T TOT, TO 

TOi?jf& c^ ?T ^ll^tcTO TO ?rTff? ?t^®tt TOc^ I TOc? 
^’TOT TO??, ci?Ql?f?, ^#TOcto?, w?f^ (?T? ^irTOr#? 

Wl^ ^^l4jt®1, TO '5T?f& *r^ ?t? ^'il4 ^C'o TO? '®W C?-C??? ?® c?- 

CTO Wrf^ TOl1?W®f? R>f^C^ II CTO5 TO? 11?TO WI TO?T 

ygfT^ TO ^ 4^t?TT:^ c?^5T# ^^mus ?^ (?t^ ^snrof w?? 
TOf^, cTO TOfT? ^ WTO?'Q ftff^ %! TOPSttfTO ?lS? 
CTO I ^f^? ?’t^ ?ui? ?n^ CTO I >£l?l C^’^'S TO ’I^'C^TO, 
^ < l ?fe^TO , W?f^, CbiQ'Bl^ TO ?T?t^ <#TO5 TO W?? TO%I I 
TO C?r^lt^TO TO®T? C?f?TC?^ ?TTO ^ tro? C?*T CTO ’Tlfto 

<£l1^TO TOifc?^ ?yc? TO^fc^ t? —?TO^ CTO ‘ilTTT 

?C?1tOT C?TO? TO CTOC? TO C^ ??T? TO CTO ???TO 
% ?T *£1?^ (Tlf^ 1^ ??1? I ^ ^'Q *(M? 1^ C?»T ?1TO? TO%1^ 
t?'fl^TOro ft^ tofro? I c?R?T<TO?T?t? w??ft^TOc? 
?T I 1?TOlg TOT TO? TOT ???:?? OT *ffl5?T:^ WTO? 

TO CTO, TO^®t? TO CTO TO?T C?? TO I^TO 



^ I ^ ^ ^5lt^ 

'gc«i(.^*i I ^nJl I R>'S5 ^srrf^ <i®lf^ CT, 'Q^TRl ^t®!T?f 

CT 'sitT'^fR^ KTO, TO TO^ cm Stf^mpT 

CTO ^snf^ ^’tc®! ^1C'^, ’STC^'Q 1^ CI^MH C5^ 

^scTO^T, ^R9iH< ^5nc=*fm c>r’«rn?T \ TOtc^ ^£1^ ^<?rf toto ftro 
CTO 1^*fr TOn TO (?i, 'QTO ^iTO ^£1^ (31mTOR to 
c^ TOjcTO ■sfT^ ’fc^? C5^ froro TO^, c^ 'ot^itoi, 

%jtfTO, (?rfTO, ^O-CST-^^ ^qCTO ^5^ 1^ TO TOl^ 

^ ^TO«f "STf^ TO^TO^ ^5^ C^ to TOT Wf’t TO 

ei\;?i^c^ 0*1 (.»((.^ I ■^Ito c^ ^ I 1^fc?i ■’(11% 'TOrar ^nf^, 
vil^C^I ^'tTOt CTO^ #TO '©'^c<P '^if^Cn 1?C®T TO®^ I #TO^ TOT ^5C^ 
TOT #TO TO I -smto to (T’nCTO tosT 'STUfCTO TO TOHTO I 

(TTO?! 1^to 'aTOTO tf^TO tl®TOl^®*tTO^ TO«r 

TOTO TOt TO«t ^5ItC^, to tos TOTO (31, to (7TO? TO 

I TO% TOTO, (T’TO^ TOITO ^ tot ^ ^ (31, 

c^tfro ^[^r% ^ fiiTOtto (T^ncro fWt ^ i (3tlTO 3 *™ 

(31 TOTO "TO^ TO <3fc^ C*n31%TO TOt ®fto 'Q 

TFC8T^ ^\m f^C^gftCTO <£t^l g|®?l^fe|fa‘1> (7°*1CTO (3|1 to 

l^to TO toto 1TO ‘iwsto CTOS Stto TOT'S ftro to:^ to 

(31, c"TO? ^toTO*RFr 'QTOt^^ TO c^rt^ i£ito tot ^ 1 

^ v£RS^ CTO to TO^to ^^tTOTTOFT (3TC3}tol3Ili5 to^t 

^ ^«lTff^ ttoTOTTOT to ftro TO C^tCTO c^, CTOT? 

’JTOC^, ^ ^ CTO ^WTOto 

CffCTO *(to (21% (?^ i£lto TOT ^ TOf^ TOT % I ^«?T5 i£lTO 
TPTtto TO ^ to srsTOto cTOt^ f^TOi witoto 1 
VETO'S ^ ’sto KTO I TOC^ to ^TOto to^ilTO >r5T<^ ^ 
to, TO?t to ^5TOfc*m (31 Itoi^ KgTc^ top ^rto ^ 

WTto TOW y lt^< lfw^ (3T TO ^ TO TO^ toTO^ 

^ I TOTc^ tos^ TO I w^— 

ttoTOTO mmi TO totol^ crom ? ^£1^ c^ 1 %?to^ to 
WIT TOTC^, to tos TO®t toc?i fto (31, l^sTO TO% 3tto 
TORITOR (?rfC^ I (7ITOTO S^’Tf 1^?[% iW to 

TO wm TOSH I cto^t ^[TO5% wst^ to ^ cto^t WTO w ton 

TOcTO TO cto*rt tost, (tt'TO S5% to? cto, TOtoto to 
t^TOn CTO to tot witoH to^t ^ TOtroto crorat ^£intn 
TO nt's, TOtcPfn cron to nwn nr^cnn TOcn? nrro TO 1 'sntf^^ 
TO ^ tw 'snt^ ^it'5 c^ntn t iTOHtw ^£1^ toto ncnto, 

^ nt^ ncTO >iisil®(j^i%w<i tow i to 'simto^M 

2Ito (21% TO toc^ %TO t to (to? toro TOf w«t 
®t»r, tons, ^«m’fns, >nTO«t nt^ ^ c'st witotn ^'^inietcwn tocnt 



^ CSfT^5t?TO ^ ^PC?l C^ 1^ (?I, 

t^^'=Trc^ fHPr&iw 

CT^Kif^^ ^9\ vmm, c^rsrr^ ^ cm. c^to , ^«n?? 

^ I 'QTTtWs #1^ ^iRiyslf^fD ‘£|‘^?n C«Tf^ <iC«lf^C«1*1, 

^f$^;n:>i^ c^ ^itf^ c$t c^ ^ i fti?T trat ^fsrpsf^sOT 

m ^smc^ ^IIIRtTI I -STR^I WfJ 

cTOH ^5nti[ ^ cffi ^srNT^ 

'*ii^M ^rc5f wt?i '§\(«i '^ic^ '8 ®?n^pw'81 I^Ih 

2f^ ^TWTC?? ^ 

-^WCS^H ^ ^simt 2RSH ?yCTO^ CT, 

Tt^ 2f5t? ^ ^ f?fw# TO te 

TO I "srtf^ wrc^ ^§r«m ^ ct, ct 

<p<5(.®i*i <i'^'oi "^ifw ■^tf'ir?! RPi ■^p?i '^rr?[ cq^^jiPi ^oBf 

mc^ C^ <TO^ I TOTf? ?®<?n CT, TOTO f%*fmTO 

C^’f C^^^ TO^m ^ TO, ^-vs'St 

1%*rRwf w^ c^ TO ^ y n? ^®«n i TO's ^ c^ 

l^l^tf^ ®?rfTO I TOt^ (?i (?f'Q^ ^ CT s^ sfm^ 

TO wrr TO i ^srrf^ 

tem t 1% wu TO'f^ cTO'm wmi <*i«h 

CT, ^ fN ^TTO^lll^ C*T*t ? 'sn?^ ^TO^ :>l^'b(J- TOT TO^-’ft^sTO^ 

^ ^5# 1to%I I TOfsT TOi:®t ■‘jRfti:^ ^ TOC^, <TO^ TO 3|?f fe'Q ^ 
^c?jc^ I •nft I^tii ySR® ^K*i I C'®^) ®if®c<Jlc^ 

HVIliSTViff^ ^ t^P?TO' ^TO TO (TT lij?® TO®fJ CT, 

vStTO ^C«i< c^oo C®^ T^f^ f^O f^C?if^«1 I ^M'StHI ^TOT <&o 
® l l f^C^lM^ f^lITO I TOTO? stTO^ *nft TO CTO 

taf^CTO TO't ^ ■*(% tl!5^ 11^ TOC^ fiff® CPrm^ TO TO ft^ 

1^ 21^ ®?rr®C® TO, CTOTlf^ ^ 

WtCSfTO I TOSSTslt^ Gi*f ft^T TO2R®T TOC® <TO ^ I ®'«T^ f% TOl? 
TO2R®f TO TO2R®Wft ^ W TOZFI^ ?rn^ >llf^ GJt^ ®fTO 
1^fC?I 1^tC?l <T>iC<H ? fSfSsW TOrf^ ^^TC® ^®T*TO® I ®t?I®^ "ft^f® 

^rtTOT 15T^, "ft^^sf® f^C®^ ®BI ’ffl'tf® TOi^ ^Ih ^STIC^, ft^ 
(?I-CTOT ®tTO^C^ TO®n "TO, ®t^*C®T ^SftTOl TOlt TO 

l^rto TOTOTO fTO=T ^tfro TOfem TOR (TO, ^^ftlTOtCTO tTO^ 

?ITO ■ ? ^ ? ®^ (TOfTTO ®’^ TOR (2!f^®C'^«T '&lTC®Ttl>Hl TO RtTR 1 

^TOfC^ ’TOTO ®’^ troi TOTO^ I CTOtTOR[, 

Si[i-‘*1T8frf TO R I 

(jtro^ CTOSR : TOT ^“TOR TOIR TO TOtCTO ^ 1^ 
liT-^ TOf^ l) C=^ TO TOt^ f TO TO ’IT^C^ 2IC^ ■?P®«nf^ ‘TO^;^ 
TO"*^ f®^lf^ t^TTO CTOTO I^TOR TO ^5?nCTOR ^iRTO 
TO®TOT >>1lf^®7 TOTC®TM®, TOf TOC®TO I ^ ?^C?R 'o|®i'^ 2p*f^^ 



^ ^ CTO 1»TTOR *%, (?I ^ <flCTO5T ^ 

l” **i^'<btii 6c5l^<jj|(,ii<i ^Icl^ «£1^ 
>i>IIC*Ht>H l^t ^ CTOtcm ^ ^ ^ W5R, “^5i1^ ?!tc^ m 

^snro ^rmr i” ^ 1^ ^ ^ to TOt ?ir«R tot 

f^T ^sTf^ ^ c^«rrf^% I 'Q^ 1% ^snt ^ii toi ^f^nnc^ c’^to^ i c5T 
TOsTO^fW^ t>T ^ 4 W^ I 1^ ^ TO ^TOIt TOT ? 

>£m TO ?tTO=T TO ? TOfTCST^ TO TO I TOTOT t^TTO’ TOT 

'©Ml <tC^ I 

(TOTO TOR WfJ’tC'm 'Q ^TOr) 

^JTOT^ ^1% w*t^, TOfC^J (?r SITO ‘ilCTO TO^ 

^T^gTOCn TOlt^ I ^... 

(Itot^ tor ^TOH) 

TOT? ?^fTO ?T?T 'Q TO'f^’ TOT TOTT’tt^ ^STff^ 

^ ^f^?jC«'8 TO? ^ 4 TOR TO53TO<Ji I f^ TOT 
?TTOFT <PlCb< TOT ?R ?T^1? CTO^ ^ TOW ?^ 1?^ ?? I Don't pelt 
stones at passers-by while you are living in a glass house. ?l'®l? ?TC? 
?PTCR ?C? ?R ?^ c®il<pc<p ^ ^^5W ?T TO ^5T? ^RT 

TORR I TO?nft TOR TOrrf^ cror RT l tot ?J?T ?W TO l 
^’RTW? ?TO TOR TO® ^ I fB?f^ TOTOtR? ^ TO? W TOTOCTO 
TOR TO I ^tW? TOTR TO R, WIwItoI? TOTR TO R ‘il?^ Ir^TT? TOTR TO 
R I TO% ^RTOf TOPTO, CTOI CTOI'8 C*^ R I TOS|f?TO TO (RCR, 
ftcTO TO CRIR, ?fRTO TO CRIR CR:?'Q W f?, CTORTW WT-^s|T? 

RTW Flt<J RRW I ^[^5?T^ 'STO RR ?W ®TR C?^ I 

(TORI? RCR? 

'QTO R^ RC? TO (?T^ I TO?T Wlt^ ^ ^ ^ (TOl^ CTO# I 
»£lTO'G TOWSf ?RTf^ TO?^?3R5 'S RT? RW? RIc^—?^—^TTO?^ 
fro, TOR?< ^ f^, TO?T Rtf^ RstH RITOR 1r fR TORT R?W TO?T 

«iIRRWRtfWTO^lRTO^T^TO?T%T?R?? itro <^^^®nTO?R I 
^R?T^ tilTO CR;^ ^TOR TO#t fR I 

^ TOT? RTTOJ CTO R??T? TOT? C?, ?TTOnCRR... 

(CRTOR) 

TOT% ^RTOR TOtTO, ^TOTCR CRt R^W? R1% ?RT R?CR TO? I RT R 
TO??r dfST CRt v£JRR?RT RC? R 1 RTTOtCR CR TOTCR ORCB^ R?CR TO^ 1 ^ 
R TOR 1«ltons? TOT?'3 TOTC5TC&® TOPI 1 

^TOCR ^ Rsrfl, C? 21TO tTOTO ^TOCR R?f| ‘TO^ 'QR? RRt? C? 
^Srf^TOtRR TOI^ ^TCR CRt R< RC? fto TOC? R I TOT ?TO5T 'QTO 
RWT CTOR TOTCTO CTOR TOT? TO! ^ I 1%C?TOR CRR 

CTOR TOR CTOR RC?, TOr ?R f?TO cRR (R?R TOR CTOR RC? TOW 



(to "sn^ 'jf^cbc?! c^ cm^ *rrc5^ 'Q’TRj 
(? r^ (?i i 7r<t*rw 

(terft TO ^t^<t«i) 

R'^^Rn •Tfsi ^C'4>^ ‘SP® c^ ^[^fr® ’iMc^H 1 ■^PBi®f ij^ai'ii*?! '<su^ 
^C'Sfl?f| ^ I 

“^5^ ^51^ ^»lfif ^51^ vn ^ 

Tif^ csre@T, ^58^ ^rn:^ 

’ff^ •nf^ "SO ei'sterlij, 

^'sn:^ >r®jm i” 

'srR% c®^ lilt ^srnt^ wT^«f ^ 

^ ^ voT?^ ^ I ...(^ : cspf 1%TO i) csm ^sfprTO 

CTO ^ I csi>T ^TOKTi^ ^Ti ^srrmcw^ "sti ^ i ^’irof 
TO"«RTTO, cTOr^, WR i^ifro froc^ i ^ 

^srFRfTOtC??! CTO?R? TO TOR CTO C^fTlf®^ fiTO C^fC'^C^I 

C®m ^^SCTOTI ^TO*tTOm, %3TO^, 'TO'S ^ 

Wf^fTOR ’«(^ C^ ^ I ...(<R™R) “ttc^ ?^cgTC®, TOR ^TO; ^ 
C^ ^ ^RR ^^fR ^Rl l” ?r^C2rR? Rt I 

(R^ (R ^TOR CR^ mTOR I 'Q^ 

CSRRt Rt “TO ^oTC® ^sitCR RR RT i ^TORT CfiRRT CTOf|, CRf^T 1 r^ 
CSRRt C^rCTO I ^ I 

j)vs | f5 ( a i .^ Tr R TOT : RTR^R C®t^ *^RnR RTOR, ^STtfR RTOf^ 
CTOtfRRR RTOC<R '5[TOlt Rt^RtCRTO f1ff®HlCRR CR 2lTO 'ilCRC^ CR^ 
Sl^SR ^STSCRR RC^ RR^ RR!^ I CR^ RCR RR*iN 'SftRI^ ^TOf IrCRT^ ^ 'Q 
RWR ^ i£JRS^ ^ RRCRR ^srfRRSR ^sRfCR? CR ^rIrTO CR^ 

^ R ?r TO TO ^ CRCR fiCRC ^ ^StCRR WlRt^ TOCRR ^SfigCRR 

I ^RtfR lilR^ R*RT ’*RR R^iRcR IrC® CR, RCRt^ CTOf ^5R R'^CRJ 
vfppSt RS^n RCR CTOR CR, t£lt 2(^ fiTSR CTO RTCR RT I ^iJR C'tt^W 
^n^rfRR^ ^rtC^—RTtfR ‘il 1 rRCR RC5T <ilRSW I ^TtfR RRC® CR, '*ll'S? 
^£IRS TO ^ C’M *fTfRS^lCRR wft*fTtT TOCRR R^ TOJTTOI 

'8TO Rt5TO TOTR TOTR f^, RR-RTft ^TCRR #RCRR RR^ 

fRCMtW I TOT'S TOT ^ RR^R 'Sf^HTft ^TT^, ^C^c'Br RTO 
fHC"lfR^ W#tRTtt TOTRR TORTR RRC^ *rTCR 1 r I 1^ TOT'S 

TOT ^ Rt?RTR '8^ RT5CRR ^if^RHTtT WSf^ TOTRR 

TORTR RSRC® ’TTCR f^, TOfR CR^ SITO SJTOR^ CTO CTO, TORR RSRT 
RCRR Rs<?nt CTO CTO I ^ Rt TOTRR WTTRRSCSf 

CTORRSR iflRs^f 2f®TR 'ok® RRRRR RT <jf^TftR ^SJRJ CRTR R® R^ fR I RTRT 
^jt^tTR R^ R^ R®, RtT?iR "^RTR ‘‘jf^flR RTRR ^ RCR TOT 



\5^o 

'©ni f ^iPi snsf wjf^ sff^ 

^®TOI CTO t TOfC^ viit ^ ’sr$t 

a>n?^ Tjm ? <£(^ oh to (?i*n?p cro to to^, TOiii 
^®f TO f^fCTO—'ijt TO[59'©^ra fro ^sff^TOc^ <it%iHrtt 
TOR W^ ^ TO *n;^ TO TO C^C^, (Rt ^srfTO^ ^5f#T TO? TOT, 
TOfC?s? R^iSrm I TOfC?s TO?t (RTO5 ’fll^ C?, TO^ TO^T? 
ftff^ 1^ R I TOfC^ ^ TOSITOS snif CTO CTORT 'STO? 

TOf#? %T? ^5ifTO?c^ ^'<3 1^ Rf I ^snros wiTOftfro ftffro 

CTO ?Tm C^, TO®t TOR? I^TOT ^ »il?^ CTOR JftJ?>.'b% Wri^?^ 

CTOi5 TO’t't TOR? ?t? tec^, crop? T^tTO RTO RTOR? Wlf^ ?SC?C^ 
CTO TOlRi R??FI? TOR? 2f^ TOfPP 

I sf»| TOSHRs wrfro, srjf tohr* (sff^ 
c»rtf^ TOTOI tot? tot? Tin^ 

C^tC^ TORI RT, ?TO V6l?l TOR? ^^T? fWw 

TO?T (RTO^ ^ C?, (RTRs TOT? TOI? ^TT^? ^ TO?CTO 1?C»I? 

?SC? ?T^TO WUTC?5 TO'Q ?SC? I TOSHTP 

TOm C?t? 'TO ?^ ?fR TO?T C^ TOTO TOT? TOT 

CTO ?® ftR, ?Tf^ ?t TORf?^ TOTPf? TOJR®f ?^ ?T TO CTO ?l| 
^RTCti ' ? TOR«T ?s?r?—TOlt ^fror R??sTC?? sfTO ?T?T I T5t?t 
(RTRTTO C?, TOR ?TO ftiR? TOT TOTPf? (R*T TOFt^ ?TO >S>'b8 
TOR ’TTf^TO TOTPf? (RM TOUR'T ?5C? <si^ TO CTO C? 
TOTOC^ TO[? TO fTOR? ?*TR RTf^CTO, TOT (RRcTO, C?, ^ <?i^'6fC? 
PlC^CR? TOI8T%te TOT C?-CTO R5TOR? C-RTO TOT ?CTO TO TOT 
tefCR? ■*tf^, fRCSTTR? ?^, RC'StW? RW ^5lf??Tl?C?5 TOT 1?fTO t^CTO I C?- 
CTO TORfrfro C?-CTO ?^ ?fR TOTTR? TOTOs TORR ?5C?—TO?T 
^£|?STO?\ TO Wtt% ?tR ?RR RtT^ TOCR CTO TOP TOHR? %TO 
?hf^ TOC? Rt f??C? TO?T I ^ ^srffR ?RP$ 

‘'^^ITO ■RTTO? "srf^TO ?TO TOT TO^ R??n?C?s ^5(t?TO f^ TO, 
^ smc?? CTO? ^TO?i RT C?CR TOHR? TOTO TO, 

TOTCR? >iJTOR TOTS R?-^IC?? f??FC?i TORTRR_R^ C? 

mroiCR? WT ?T?T TO tot® R??5T? TOTTRT TO^fltro ?^fR TOR? 

CRC? <1RI^ etlf®? ^rf?llR?^R? ^lf^?n?C^ ®1?T CRCR CRC? 
?CR^ ^ CTO ?s?f| I T01 

3t«mm 'ROR : RTR% ^RT W RTOTO, RTR% ^[RTRlt C? £|TO ?T?RTCRn 
R^C^n wWcs^*i CR^ fif'SsM RR^ ?J?1 r ^iJ?* RR*^ ?P?T? RCR RCR ^«iR. 
CR, mt^ RTOi CRtR TOt??5®T TO:^ ^ CR^ ^ 1R^ ^ CRCR Wc5. 
«ij?t ^£r5T 'Q^ Tf®Tf^ I RTOR tort TO?F RR? TO?s aJTO CR'QRT TO 
RTC?s CRt alTOO^ f^®TC? RR RTI 2ITO ?T vfl'OiR CR'QRT 

03^ 'TOT d3'Qp|(.<p ?RC^ ’it?*!® ?s?t ^srt? t£I?s ?sRT I ^RfR <il?SR® C? 



I CT ^ %r (Tit ^ ^ 

^ I ^ C'StW' 51 <5lan:^ (7f5T ^sm:^ (Hitt's ^?r5 v£i^» 

t^n%H ^sfmct C3#f rntro 

8-c 'sn:«JT ^ ^ ’few (^ (TT^ ^^rf^ssi^ 

I Fft c^, ^srmTTO ^rsj^ c^rmw^ 

C5TPPOT ^®tJ ^ 1 ^snflf Fl^ >j<i<i|<i <TO?P 
(?I, 2|TO ^ '?pl]R|t C®t ^rcwSiH, C^#?I 

^Twr^w CT f)<^R> I ^5fTf^ CT, i£|^ 

'siaHsr 'a(lc^ 'iR?. 'oT<I '*il(.^ 5^JTf^ i '*ll!^ 

mus c^®f ^ ^ m, ’5)^, lij'o^n:^ 

*f?n ^ vol^(.®1 '^rf?fT’1 ^W ‘iRv «Sf^ £|'«l(.<5<l C^R ^fR5^ Rf I ^IltR 

m RR Rtn^ ’O c^ ^ 2|^ ^{us •^, ^’Rm c^ ^ 
rrh:^ ’tTc?R I ^^iRRt to Rt TORT crt:^ to 

TOTO WR CR, CR^ RRTOTIRS ftff^ CR'QRT C^ Rt ^5(^*1^ CR'QRT C^ I 
Rit CRTR <£) ^ 2JTORR R^RT TOTRT CR RW RSRT RTTO CR, tRfto RR 
RTRTR CTOS RT TO RRR^ 'Sf^RTRCR toR TOfCRf CTO*—‘^I'Ot^ ^gflto TO 
C*^ "TOIR 'JQRs i<j^5i5| g 3^ of^ifl RTCRs CR^ &R(H R^ CR RR^ 

TO RtCe^ I sff^ftoT’^tTOfR TORR TO CRCRs R’^R Rtl^ TO RtR R5RR TOT 
^aJ'Qj RJR t^lR® C*tR RRSf^ fWCR Rt'SRtR (.b^l R^CR <ilR\ CR51^ ^^rIv'RIR RC®si, 
v£lR^ ^5TR 'flRTCR ^CRC^ I f^Rs ^t*l4*1CRR WfCR CSIIrC^^ RPC«TR RRR '*IR55| 
CTOlf^ CR, RR>:^ WtRTOS sfTCR 1 r ^TO fRpfSTfR <T(tel OR^Rl RCRC^, 
TOTCRR ftR TO^, CR-CRS-R RRR TOT TOFR^T Rs^ <TO_;£|'01^ 

2(f^f3FRT%TCRR TO^, TOS C^ CR'SRtR TO ^ttRT TORS RSRt RT?TR I 
%rT RSCRR CRt RRRSIR TO "l^lTO mTORCRS RR<R WRTCRR ? RT CTOs 
RRRSR TO CRCRs ^STOR CR, %RR RT f^ TO^RS^ ^RfCR I TO RsRT, TOT?RR 
RSRTI TOTCRR ^ “^to RT^TO RT^ RRR WTTO, RTRT ^RTO^TfW, to’lto 
Tsm 'flRsf^ RT ^iJRsf^ ^’tCR ^ 1 ^RR ^ RtlRTO RTfR TO 

R1^ RT^, ^ito RT?TO RTR^ fTOtCR toR CR TOTOR RCR TORs TO58 
'il'^R CRCRs RRsifR WRTR RC«1 WffR C*fR RSRf^ I 

j)va(f^vfefv||^ «fr5^ : TO% ^^*TO RTOtR, ^’^tJRlt RTOtR CR fiJTO 
VICTOR , CR 2ITO ^ R^gRSRC'T RR<R RSRfI I ^^'^['RTRft RTOR ^ ^ITO 
TOn^ RR, R^Rf \lf^RR RTOR CRR^ RTOTTOR RT^RW CRRTCR RRRS 
’^FCRS ^IfRSJRRi RiCRCH, TOfCRS RJ^ CR 2(TO ^iJCTO CR^ TO CRSTI^ 
’ttoRSfRT^ ^ tRRHRTO WUCRR TO CTOs ^£^1^ I CRTO ^RR 
is)R>uT CRtPfRs 'ORF^ RRC^ I RTRTR®t^>fCR ^fCRRs RRR '^C*TR‘ fil^TR 'RRTCR RrI^ 
RR, CR^ >RR^ f^, TOtTIRs RTOTR, RfR filTOlM CRW, CTOIRR ^ 
RR<R^^ RR, fiTTORR ‘5RS^ TO^R^Sf R^TO I 2|1^ TORTC^ 



m] ^UTOI ^ c’#^ 'snwT 

^ yit i <71^ <iic?iw, ^?«TfCPn?^ ct 

»i^ i ^t> ( ^ c^ w^ ^5n5imt% ^ 

wit I 2R ^sm \ 

w\c^ ^ I ^sTTO's ^ I ^*mt srmt wi w??t 
«m:^, ^nt^r CT’«rti?T cm 

(7T^ ^ :>i ^ Wrnift I 'Q-^ 

c^<tic»r? ^M?, WR't ^twm wjc? emus 

w wm ^CTOI (?i ^ 5(^ OT »n:^ c^ ^si^rat c^ 

l^rra I ^srmr ^ #i c^m ^5rm?rr tiro, 

^5imt wtf% ^smm 1^, (?it ^^fFrc?ra m c^ ^ 

fwf^ I »rpn:=T? f<<Pi'^ ^ Wit 

’ff^SR^RT^ I TORS 'Q’^TfR R Wt K^, C^ WitOT ^ 

C^ffW to TOTOT TOO «t#? I ifliTT f% TOTTOt ^ | 

TOH t^ltol ^-WnTOHRs^a ^fto Cto I 

C^TTC^R wr?I^ I c^T’^TfR <I%C^ TO^ 'sj^ ’W I 

liRs^ C^TRI ^R, (.^t 2^Po C^lRs 

^gR]^ -^W ’TTO11^ I t?nft?lH CT (Rt«JO (Rt I 

f^, Rl^, ^ I^PfsK-g WTT TO Kstc^ I TO® TO C^ TO[^ C^TO ^ 
%f^CTO I to?lt TO TO«R, TOto TOTO TOH, TO^ 

TOTO, CTO^O OZR TOTO <ilt Wltc^ ^^ift^ I TOR 
TORS TO-TO 1to ’T# To ^ c«?fRst TOI^, TOR 

C5R ^ W TOi:^ fW <^^^1^ (7TTO WttC?R CTOtto W® 

^ I v£i^ TOt ^£1®!^ I TOTO C#f ^ C^ TO 

TOR fro TOCTO Rt I 2f«?m tos ^ to%T toTR TO«N 
RstTOl ? ®R^ OTTO^ '5^, i£|’<5T RT 2f*[ 'S^C'® TO5 

Rf I 2r?| TO TO, TOm C®t to ^ fW ^Jf^fto C®l TOSRS ci^ TO^ ^ 
TO C®t ^^s^RH R ? Rs®TI ^RTO ^ ‘it CTO TO TOs^? R TOO 
TORT <R*t W5T TORTO ®1TO ^TO TO, 

TO (RTO TOtTO to TO TOC^ I 'ilTO 'it SlTO 'ilTOStR TOC^ 
OSmtof^ TOC^^ TORT to CTORt I ssnf^ ^ Mt TOR TO® TOTO 
TO^, fw TOR^ Mt W ^ I TORT TO <iRSTO TO SITO 
TOft C®^ ®Tt:® ^?T^ ^TWT ^T^^ 

Rl f (RR TO ®RJ CTO <#?P5RT Rf ? TO^ ^ TO ^ 

^'^R t£RSWtR 2f®R (iTCRC^ ®^R <ilRS '^RRR TOT eSR^ 

^<Tt^?PTOt TOTO? <iITOR TO '^RC® TO RfC® S5i^isl®toc® ^£R TOT TORT 

RTWT ^RC® RT^ I ^<RRT to?t WITO TO' CTO TOn?R 3P^ Wt TO 
^ C®^i1r toRRO ^iR^^RSTW I iilTO TO 'ilCTO, /it RTOR ^STRR 
Rf^pdRt TOT TOT 4RH I ®TRT "TOT <pR»i RT C'^, WP (TOTCT? 

toC?R I (iJCSR '^flORf-RTORR RTWt RSI, ^plTRlt TOT TOIRR ^ RTO 



^ ‘iTCTO ^ to, to ^ 

^5t^ ^5iKB 'Q'«it^ (?K^ I ^ ^ Mto ^mn:^<5 

c«ir»r'Q «Mftoi^ c^t®T ^ ^ f^ ^ i G#f tot 

TOI? ^ TOC^, ^ TO ^ TOW C^ TO CTO TO (?Tt I t^WTO 
TOT ^‘'ifro^t TOC^ TO TOW towi TO:^ To ‘^ITO TO ^snt^ 

TOW^TOT CTOTOf^ I 

Storo TO 1155 T : TO% cE^ toto, ^^rolt 

^?TOfTO TO? TOWTi^ TOTOTJCW TO<W vfj^^ TOW TOiSfTO 

^TTOT TOTO TOJ C^ 2(TO '53#R TOP CTO ^STlI^ C^ 

filTOW TOf^TOW TO«f^ TOtf^ I TO Wfl ttol^ ^ '53#rsT 

^I’W ^gfTO TOnrop tTO% TO^ ^ 55 ^ TOT ^prto 

%^t?I CTOTO ^5n1% CTOt ^5TOfC*m t^'^Tto C5TO^ TOTO ^ 

fS51%^ toc^ 1’ftocTO tor >Twri‘^'Qf% ^ %to firf% 
TO?«t TOR C^^'®Rj'^ tol^ ^ TOWS TO CTOTW 
W5R 1 ^ v£l^ TOfI, TOT^ '^t ’t^^fc^TC^ ssfo^^tTO 

^^1*^ C^ 0^51^ ‘ipRC^ '©lo^ W 2f^ ^<!>(,vo ’fTW T 

TOsrt ^srmr ^ 1 ®22L3^ crotorro 

toro I ^ (W TOT cwjt^ ^ ^flTOT (RTOT 

^ ^ ?TTOWC*W C^TTTOW W^ CTO TO?[T CTOC^ 

^^TOfTO TO’tTO ^STO^TOJ JTO^^rto fto 1 to TOC^ f^WT 
RTOI^ CTOT C?fC'^lC^ f% ? <5^ CSfC’^rf^ TO^S 

C5t^ 1^ C5f^<^ CTO TOR 5L[ ^ 51 ^ ^ TO5R 

w TOTTO to-toM tow^ »ii^ 1 toww 1 TO ^prto 
»£I^ TOf TOTC^ I ’ftoC^ to (?I, TOWT TOTO TO# (?I, ^Rto 
>1 '( *g | i it f^ ' <P TWT R?T, TOWr %«W TOI TOIW TOW 2# ^TO^P^ 

s5rTW®T CTOTO Wf I ^ to’W ^ TOSS5 TOWT Wc’W 

TOI W 1 TOWI Rs«] 32 J^ ^<R 'SfliHC# TO I TO WT^ Rs^TO ^ 
% TOT TOW «# TOTCW ssn^ % RTI TOW RC*a tRsn^^g^T® TORR 1 |r 
(£ 1 ^ TOW CTOTR TO I ^ TOW TOT WTWT Rf^fcss R# ^ I TOW 
TOWt RR RS^TjSTRW RR<R 'StlRc#—TOR TOW S# TOn?W^*^< RR<R 
WTW I '^ICTOI ^RWTRT CR, TO RRTO TO TO TOTO #R TOTO 
TOT TOT i# RRW ^rRiRCRR 2 # sjft OW ^ I ^RR TOT W\ TO C#TO 
TOT TO RCTOR I tor TORTfw TO <TO WCRRs TO TOltoR I ^RRTRt 
crow TO RT RSCR TOWR TOW ^RRSRTTR ^' 8 RT I ^TOW R <# 
2 (Rfw’^tRTO Rfroi ? CRSTO RRR %RR TO R#^f^ RR C®# 

C^R%f WRR ^[Rto #R TOfRTfW RR f^ RT f WRR rIr RT TO RtW 
TOfR '^RR RR R5GTOR TO 1#IW RR RCR TOT RT*2|RTt^ ^ t% RRR ? 
WTWW RT^RTCRCRR WRRR f^^RRRR (lIRS TO ‘W 2m:R TOTCRR RTO 
RTTO TO5 C# RTRTWW #to TORT CR 2JTO to TOfl C# 2 JTO 
R#5Pft RWRTR TO TORT RR ‘W 2 fTR TO# I 

(CRTRRIR) 



0^8 

^ ^ ^5# cpfTr ^ ^iTc^ -sTt l^ffer 

^EITO r ^ 2f»[ <71, srTsfi^W^ WITT ^RfW? 

wm wm <?im ■>ti;^'q ^ ^ ftff^ Wta ^ 

f^t^i 

gt sR l TP ! ^snfSpT : ^■C^|ii?J, ^??m7fTO (71 

sm^ '^^«msilt ^ ^snt^ *£1^^ ^stf^ ?s?r:^ to 

^'3(.<5j<i sff^ 'aiil^ '?rt’^ff^ I ‘iT^ ’*nc^ ^•T^rfsf ■^scspr c^ 

W5R (71, tom ^ 1% ^ <1T^ CFim W^ I 

'StH(.*1*^ ^ I 'SITTT C^, ^C®l'5. 

■^^It ^ ^“K.'h "3^ ^ ? tl|<i1;| ^t'SJl <1®1C®1*( 1% ^<PI7f ? ‘q«1(.'0 

, ^ (71, (7m 1% ^ toc^ c^ 1^ ^ ^ I 

wm I f^€tw§ ^5n7{^ ^rR% i ^ 

‘fliWT ^ to <mm (ti, '^I’^fTPr '?pito ^ ^ 

^>i» r sTRw^ 2ff% 'sn^«t ^ ^ I to c^ w^r to 

to Rt I ^ ^ to ^srttc^ (ti, 

^?5£f^ ?twu^ 2ff^ ^ ^5TC5R tos (2f%5 

Rt^tf^ ?rfto ^'«fT I WTRTT (7^ ^STRHTR to 

WSRT Rto'Q I (71 WITT (R^ WSRIt to 1^ 

T$|^ ^<(7R W5^ ^pr^R TiWR ^ Rt I ^ %t ^pto 

%:^ TOT ^sfK^ ’to? c®c? (Tf^n:’® c? ’rttofa ?t 

^ (7!^, to^R^ ?SC? ?pT ? toc^? (R^ to WSRT ^ 

Rl? I to tpf TO? ??? W5R (71, ^£to? ^ «2RT®f 

[q'S?|[^v©'^ ^, ®'C? I ‘^f^T fiRt? <C?^, ■^TRFI^ ?l7r I ‘flF5 ’^pfT 

?C? Tf^'i'ol^i (il?s?T (7^ Wft? RT I ’STRI? 'S^R RT C?, ‘i(^'»l(.? <7PH 

(Tf? ?CTO TO ^ ^ "to TO? ???tf^ toK^, Tot? ^ 

?s?T ?5TO I ^ tos? *jto? ttonTT ’Jcsf ?t'<3?t TO ?T I ^STTOs TO 
^pfto ^’t ?TO? TO? TO to ?t ^pTOTO? ^ ?s??T? t®stt 
TO to,’^T ?f^ (TO'Q TO TO7T?TO TO:^ ?T <71, ^plto 
?Rn TO^ 1^ TOftoTO TO ^ to W? I TO 1^ ?TO TOI^RI 
(71, -^pito ?1TO^ WT^?'8 ?1TO I ?tsTOC»t? TOUT'S?! 
f?TO TO ^K TOOT c?f% to TO TO pnr??, TKm TO 

to TO ?TO? I TOTO 'S?! ?rTO? (TOTtCaFto CTOtf^TO (TTPPfR 
?R toi c^iRiiTZFto c?n¥fto^f^TO, TO5 (75T7irnto?s 

CTOto? I (Trf^ RTI?, ‘il^ tocsn:%? w^i ??! <71^ (TO i88 ?t?t I TO 
TO, TOT? toR, (7i1^ «ii? ^ to? to j>88 mm <to to 
TO?T TO, ?t TOi:^ I ?T??rnTO? top? C? tosa^ TO^, ^88 

?i?t, 1% TO f^, <TO (TO %TO I ?^TO?? to TO wrmr to 

?CTO? TOW? ?5S|C?(b TOf^ CTOT? I to ?tTO?, ?^toT? (TO 
?1? TOW? ?TW, TO[TOs ?f? TO?T «lrTO?i ?s?W ?l1? TOW <7fC? (R? I 



^ m 1 CT ^ ^fTO ^ 

^«. w ^ 1^ I *ii’?rfi?T ^5(^ T5rR%i wu ^wc^H, ^snt^r c>t 

I ^if^'S'n:^? tilt cwibK ■•fpiTOs c^n?? ot i 

■5??n? ^ (Src^ ^trat ^ ^t>IC^'^ ’t't^SOT, CT liTSR 
%T I ^rfc^ % I ^?it%t 

^ 1^ i£l\5 'ojvojlbl^j <P?rP*R ‘Hu|(l<> Ri^ulf^ C.OCiJC.^'l I 

’iil^^icH^ ^ i?i^ OT, ^srmtw^ 

^5rn7*tm c^ ^c^P'S-m OTBt i£i^ ^ ^ (7i, ^snm^ 

sjf^w^, ^©t^ c^fc^'Q c^ul wR CT&T '^'0 'siit’t '^I'ij^ji f^rpsi I 
'3|hlC'1<] '©I^, (iRS^ <51^ ■3^^ — ^srpsitw^ 

CTO I^Rc^i CTO TO TO ^ I TOlCtf^ (m wplh ^ r c^r<siH 
C^ C’H, TOTTOI^T (71, >ITOQ «ilt c>icn TO TOR TO 

TO ^ W7 TOt ^ 1 TOP C^m (?I, *PC^ RfPR v^?l -ST^sjj .ij^ 

f^c^ TOP TO to:5>t ^cf ^ Tgprf^ ^n 

^iR'OSlC'i^l hlR '§®1®1 'iRv ^RTO C^ R'»'<3» I ?[^TC®T^ <«ij 

TO ^ I C^ ^prRsP fTOP< Rf tfw Rf ^£1^ 'WJm CTO^ 

RS^TO CRTOP R« TO CRC^ I CRTOT R®lf|, ^£TO5 ^RbM, »iITO5 
wm Rp ^ TO TO CRt <£R t CR^ ^Rfro Rtft I TOR cr^-rRr 

TOP TOR RPI TOfCRs (R«Pf| ^f^TOR "#TO I CR^ RR TOR 
fRfR^TOR '£ITOP C®CTO2F1^ CTOPf^m TO:^ TOPC5R RTO 
CRTO 05^ TO:^ (R, top RP1% CRC»R To TO:^ I RPR% *^RjR RTOR, ^STptR 
^TOP RTTOR TOR CTO TO TOT TOR RTO CTO RRH I TOtCTO CR^ 
CSmf^RP^ (R TO TOTC^ (R, TORP PfTO^ 2|TO1^ TOP TOR I 1^ (£IR 
RCRJ ^ &Sf\^ CRCRR CRPTOR R^TO TOIrRS^ TO^ CR^ TOPCRR C^ 
(RTO5 ^ *£R^ CRTOR ‘iP^PPR RTO5 ^ | TORT TOPP Rsf^ ePTOPR 
Rrp<^ RRR TO TORP RR^ ^*1^ te 'ilte RR I >£1^ TO RCR TOR RTO 
CTORRf^l 

3t«rj*[^RR RRTO : R1R% *^lTO R^TTO, TOf R[RTR|t CR 2fTO 
RP?RltR»f R*Rc¥ ‘£1^ RTO ^^TOt -^CRC^H, ^ TO€R TOT?R TOR 
CRCRS CR^ SITOPR R^gTOR RR<R RRfI I RR<R 2JRP?^ ^ TOTORP 
^£^ RTO RPRPR ^TO RRC^ I RPR% *^tTO R3^, TOTR CR, 
to Pf roc '^ ^TO 1^ RRR ’fPf^TO ^ RC?I% 1 ^?Rsp#R ^3R1^ RTOPP^R^ 
CTO, ^[R^ CTO RPPRR TOTOI^ ^RTOH RRPWPR ^^RHRfeRR 
<iIRSRt CR, ^R ' tff RR TOP ^5tpf% %PPR TO^R RR TOW^ RRTOPR 

^Tpf^ RrPCR ^R^RT^ ^£R^ To To ^£IR^ TOPRP rS I RRTO ^RPlH 
^C'R <£1^ Rll^ 1%%P7® TO^R^ RStPJSpR TOR CR^^ >£1^ RpfTO* 

fRsR RRR fro TO^<T ' < PR ^ fRRT fRW RJCrIIr | ^Tff^sTO TO 

cqRsf^ TOTSR^ 7^ RRf TO%r I Rt?]Rtm Irto TOfiR t£R^ RPtRPCTOR 



0^'iJ 

^ TO ^ I si>i9f>i %:9B i£it ^rrsMw 

sius\m^ w^ TO^3R< c^~f^ 

v£l^ ^ ftro TO fe (71 ^ ^5a%T ^SflTOS '4>|^'i<C<^ 

et*('®i(.<^ ‘fl^s 'ST«i\!)i(.<p c«i>if<j'^ 1wc^ I ’®^t*5PT5 'SR;r*r?i, *fc^ 

R>%w ^ ^ wf TO ^ I ^'s ^gft1% ^ 1 ^srtTOs 

fii^lw i c-^^ ^ ’tf^ TO cnc^ (71, ^WTR fiTO TO! (71 W# ^ 
(TO%f— ^ ^?.T?^ 'SpPTTO TO ^ '5TOTO? 
TOR«t m\m I ^snft, 'fs=m™ tot^ '^[^mTOTO 
TOC^ TOTTO wm I Wtf^ f^TO fro (71 TO ^ TO 

<lf?TO I TO erf^flr® TOf^ ^ 

TOfc^ spsrff^ TO^ I ’"^tro TOTO, TOfc^ TOi^ (7f*ngtti to 

TO^ I TOTH (7i*ngt§ TOTH^ ^TO(7fTO 

TO? TO C^ TO[C^ TOTO I TO ^5lTf^ (71, 

(71 1^ (71^ ’sj^TO ^ ^ 

TOTO^ TO c«!n7P ^ toh to c<?n:^ ^ifwH 

^ ’IlfWcTO W5^nT:TO %TO (71 Msf TOR (HH®t Hto TOTt 
TOR (^TO^t Ra, TOR TOFm ^TO, TOR ^TO, 
TO^ RTOR ^TO, Rf??n TOR ^TO (7ITOR 'SITOR mtZRT TOft^ 
wriTOP (TITOR TOHRt*! ^ TOR tTOR TO ^*I%1 TOfRR R&TO^ 
TOt f^rTO®f TO 1 '^JIrR ‘'tlf^TORs ^ 1^ TO I ^[f®RR 
CTOlf^CTO CT, ^nf^^TCTO Rvf%*rR i^lRR^TR TO1 CTO* C^, R5l%*fn?R 
RC*0 ^#i5R ^if^^SH ^ ^^IITORITP (?TO«f, »fPR, TOITO TO:^ RT TOR TO 
TO^ TOR I Ito RRTO «nTO ^ TO'S^ 

(RR%TO ‘iR^ TORi^ TOR5TO7R Rife'S ^'SRfft %TO TO CTO 
TOT TOI% I ^Rtf^ TO ^ RTO3 TO I 1^ TO'QTI# fR'fT 

CoMtoj wrt^ TO%RR 'iR^ TORT7R TO RRi^« TO 

TO TORR TOT%RR I TO TOT -Rf^R ’TTf^l^ RTrI^ TORRT €Tw TO^ 

Ra^ i^nifTOR I ^ f^sTOR ^snfro rrtt^ rrt rr cr^ ^ 

TO%RR TO^ TO^ 1^ TO CRRTTR TOTT^T-TOTORR RR TO 1%TO 
1%TO RTR^ RR^ Rta ^ ’t'TTO? 2T% fRTORIWSt TOflCRR 
TO^ RTOTO IrTOTOWT To ^d- ^Tto TOTORI C®CR Ito TOR 
R^ TO RTR'f^iJS RtRR 2R^ TOflCRR I TOR RTR RCR ^ CRRRT TO (HR 
TO^ tr^lRSt (7lR®rT TORRI ^ ^RtTO RTRT^ wfe CRTO TORR 
TO WRT RTOR I TORT RTRT^ ftRTO TO fTO 'GRT TORTR 

TOI^, tot RTRT^ Wlf^, RTfWT^ RR, IpIRRH RR, RTRl# I CRRTCR 
1 r=5RT'Q RT^IrTO W RTOR, ^RRlRRt'e RT^^RTO RfRT RTO=^ I 
CRRTRTO RT^Tr^ R^SJTTO RTRT^ WTf% f^RTTR—iflf5l TOTTTTR CTOR ilRT?T 
%T, TOTOC^ <ilR^ ^?!R CR^ ^?1CR RlRf^ ^ilRRRTOp TOR 



^ Wf5? ^ fiJC?JI'StH I ^ ^ 

'^ir^fwj'ij ^ c^ ^srtTO? '^ms ^ \ wrf^ ^ir^ 

^ CT, ^n==i%i (?^ >rsm ^>ifii>j 

«C’«(TPT (71, %5mjs^ 'Q^ C^ C^ ^£l’«rtW 

i£IC5T "OT^ 'ij^v »fR^ TO'Q (7TR5 ^t^tW-a 

‘£i’«rn7T ^u\ ^ I ^sni^r %5rr® ^sic^ i 

c<?rc^ cnc?it% (TI, io ■joto w (TTt^ ‘fRs^srtsi w«T#t 

^ I "^rTO ^rpj^ TOi? 

5PTOW c^ ^ ^ ^ I 'srR% 

^i^m, >i^5<iiiwii (7H i£it Tf^ (^rm^T? 

^ ^srtsfOT ^ i ^ ^snl^ ^srmH 

3ti7n*rm ^ : 1^s ^um, wm^rra (xt^rorm 

■?p^ m c^ liix f^-^ (XOTi? ‘5^ «rm^ ^snjsrf^ 

f^cTOx, ^ ^ ^ ^ f% ^ wnx ? (xf^'s to c’tmm 
'STRm TO! ‘ii'^rnx >inx (xmt^^ i ^sni^ w!^ 
’mif^ (x=T f^, w ^ (xmc^ \ ^srrsnra (Tmra 
^ ■spTO 1 ^ liit^siTx mt^ wrsmx^ ^ te (x, 

’fT?ito? tofl-^5t^ ^sjmr ^ Trf^ ^ 

^ C^fSt <5®iW I ^fw ^ —CTf^t ^fT?1x*X ^— 

WSTTC*!? 'srfWt? ^RJ ^srf^RTf^ W^ I <Mt'St^ 'Sf&t 

XfU5 I^BPl ^’RH I 

1^8 ’*^<p|< : ‘iX ^siTC’t’Q ^’RHTRf ^R>&<j|^ ’srff^ «T*i*j 4'C<i1^«ll^ I Wf^'Q 
^srftot’f I ^srtl^ (TPR Xtr® (X^R XR%I WTO ^srf^fTO Rl 

I 

g)f^Jfl ^1^pmr TO : ‘TO% TO*R, TO% ^TOft 

X €iTO (TRXixrT, 2ff^ ^ ^ ^snro wrj i 

TO TO?( TO«?f 'QTO RttTO TOt (TO«r C^ ®RI TOR^ 

TOI^ TOR ^sif^RTO I 

TO% *^tTO TO*R, 'SftlTR TO^T f^-^pITOR «il^ ^ 
—‘fit fg% :® TOTOS TO TO TO% 1 CRf^ TORT! RRTO^ TOR 
TOP CTOS ;i^ fror^t®! TOfiTO I TOHRs RH^il RTO ^£ITOR 

TO5R, ®Rt (Xf^ TOR toto^C^ CTO Ito CR*t f^TOs 
■ffro TOT toltoR I TOf 'GTO Rt?TO Xt lRgRC*TO TO®t TO X, 

%nto^ ^iR^^ttcR rto'q to I 

XR%I RTR, ^stiIr i£l^ fiJTO W® Rt CR, 'S^ XRTO ^¥1%! 

R?ITO (X TOR®t ®MtC^ CR^ x 5RR lRX?I«t CRTOR TOt ^srftx ’Jc®! ’ftf^ 



^ I ^ ^ (Tf C5T 

^5m7*tm, (?f*n:2m ^5srm, 1^srrwr % i c®tc& 

TfWtft ^ ^ ^?l|R?lll>ii|» CT 

^s(m ^ ^ 

>ii5iT'Stj^ni <3 cm^, ■tot ^ 'sri^ i ^snf^i, 

c^fUBf^, sn:^ tot c^nro, frororcsm tot 

«il'8!(.<f> TO^i? ^ I ^snt^ "sn?? t£|^ ^ 

CTOS fwc^ f^fTO TOn?Tt CTO I 

^5fTf^ '^mm cTOf^ csfTO sff^Prf^ i ^ c^to^t toto 
tofi, ^SICTOH ^ ^TOT^ 'TOffl 1 ^ ^ TOT^ 

?sc^ I \5T?rT TOH ^<irt TOTC^, TOTTO CTOT ^0^ f^, 

• TOM C«i»T TOT^tfro TOTra CTOT ’STTOtft CSr’^tT (m ^ I TOSft 
^SI^TORI ‘flt TOT^IT TOTTO ^ I^^T TO© 

TORTOs fiTf%^ “^Tt? I lilt ^SC’^T^ TO?rT TOFT^ 'TOT'S TOT® 
^T?TO I TOft^ (7J e(TO C'i'QTTT TOTO ^=1^ CSf'QTO W^ TO 
TO ^srff^l W® ■5lt—^5(^»t!5 TOTITO ’T'T^srrcTOsT 'S W{^ 0 
TO TO® f?rc^ TOJT^ ^ TO^TT TOTOC^ ftff® (m 
^rfersTO TOf^ ^ TOf^ >T5 £TTtos TOrof®® to i ^ sro^ 

®nf^ <i®iC® bit 'STOl ^n?TT C^TOs «1^ «t*i» ^^T^ lilt ^“^lll lilc^c^ 1 
CTOlft TOTCTO TOTM^ TOTO to ' 0 ^ CTO liJCTO I TO% 'sjft ^ynTO 
TO 'STTO^ C^TTOR f^titftCoii, 1^ 'Oil's?c.<p bC-b'Jj 1^ 'TO ^ TO CTOs 'TOT 
TO®TO TO ^CTO, CTO ^srtTO CTO TOT’m ®ICTO CTO 

TOtr TO^ wrft 'Sift 'SRjTOc^ TO wrfeift ’T^ cto 

TOtr (?T'QTIT to f^ I TOStt TO^lft TOTO TO TO W® ^ (71, 
TOtT CT W5I®Tr^ (TT'STTT To, C3Tt ^TOTO CTO ^ lilt 
TOtt '2T^*T TO TO I ^ TOT^ CTO TOlU I 

Stf^rftTOTO ®T^ : TO% *^tTO TOTTO, TOrCTO lilt TOm TOTCTO 
^TO# iSt^rsrsifTO '?P«TT<TTTO (71 2JTO CTOCTO, C^lt STOTO I^CTO TOI^ 
(THfl 'slTOTTf n®t®CTO *TO*nft TOTO (Tit ^2}t®f^ I 

(71 TOTO ^ct®CTO ^s^TT ^ TO, 2T«ff®TO^ TO ^ TO, TOSTSTCTO TO 
aT^®t TO^ ^, (Tit TOTO^ TO^ ®TFTO TOTCTO ^T^TOTfCTO TOTORI 
^ TOSI t?rrfTOT TOTOTO Wf® Tl^TOWCTO TO’TCTO ^TO C^ 

TOTO TO f^TOi ®rT#^ m*\m ^ wrttttt i to 

^tTR csh lii^^ ?s|?t^ c®T^ '3il^ ^ I 

TO (7f«lft—TO (TT^ TO TO (TfsT ifl^ to tto 
TOTO TOT^ lij^ tto toc^ (7T, CTO«fT CTOt, War CTOt I 'ilt CTO«fT 
tot TOtCTO Wiar to C#T (Tfft ®rTTO ^ 11% (Tf^rfl tortus to 

TO TO <TO lilTO'S (nt CTO«rT liPT ®WTO^ TOT C®t TOim I C^it TO 



^ wrmc^—^sipHTO ^- 

(?n5Tc^ ^smc^ ♦WT c’fto c’fto ^ ^sm^r 

^??nw»t ^sn^g?! I^cro, ^ sil% ^erm cst ^‘^n, 

wwTfcTi’^rrc^ ’HTO I c^ 

%«!? ^ C^mtt^"*H ^'WC^H, OTt CTO 

wijc^ TOfc^ (?i^ ’itf^^ I crorom srm ^iRs TO mn ^ ^ wiwr 
TO, ^[5#^ %5m ^’t«f TO^ TO TOC^ ^K ^ CTO «r*| 

C^, ^4''<l“«11iJ C^ TO[^ ^ 

?TtTO ^^ITORI ^ ^S^, TOt, CTO5?l TO TOW TOW 

TfTO (71, wrcsra ta ^£1^ TO TO'Q CTOm I TO 

TO^ ^'ilTO C^, TO? TO? ^spmt? CTO t^?^ Ito ?wf^C»iH 
C?, CTOt TO^, ?^?, ’I? ’TtfroTW C? 5TO TOC^ 

^TOW? ^1^ ? (Tit TO?T «t«fTO? TO?Tft ?s?C£tft?1 C? 

CTO9p»R ^l?TO ?sc?i:^ Tot? ?TO TO’^ TOt ?TO i <3?! TOT? 

’T«tTO? TO ?W? I ^'SWr tro ^^’^(TT’tl?^ ?TO C?C’«IW? I TO?T ^ 
c^r*iw ^itf^ ?s?ffBt TOiT ?T?^T? ?5wc^ I ''5rrsr?t crofft 
^l^ TO ?T?TO ?^ ^ ^?t?«T TO[^ c^ ?T (TO? TO I TO?T 
^25it ^®it'o 5it ?s?f&t ?M f^c? iwtst ^tst? c?c? c^?t c^i<? ^fT*f fro, 
1^ TO f^, TO? 1^, c^lt TO7I? CS^ ?f? t%?t TOIlTf? ?lf? 
CTO ^ (7T?, TOW TOTOW? Wf TOTiTf? TOt? TO ^ TO 
TO 'iit TO? TOTO? t?C?^ fiT*[ to ?^ I WTW TO?f^ 

?TO? TORS ?^ ?^ ^ ^ TO ?TO? I TO*t? ?TO TOT? «r?| ^ 
(75T ?w1to? TOTO tfto C? TO?T ^^TTO C?1?®rT TO Wk, 

I ^ (WT«iT? to5? ? ?5t ^to? ttor ??TO c^ toe? ?t i ?^ 

TO TO CTO?T? ®Tto?W? tow ?wtoH, ?TWTW?*I? TO?T 
crow <1Tf^ 1 TOT?J «tf? wf?? ?Tto 1? TO f^-? TOTTO C'SlI^WRCW^I 
3iTO l toT!l ^ C?W TO I TO? C?W TOTW? TOT, CTO ^ I 

tortt tfto ???sTc?? ?to crow i ‘^t ^t?to?? ?ot ctllto ifiRs^ 
2TO tolt TOTW? ?rf? TOT? TO ?T I TOTC?? ?Ti? TOT? ?s?W TO 
TOTOIW??TTO I TO^fCTOR W Kap? ?sT^ C?W CTO ?T^ 

TOT? TO ?TW ?T 11?8 ’’tor?, ?TT?, ?st?? ^ '£Rs^ ^to TOT? ?C? CSrC^ 

^to— 

TOT??TWTW*T 

d| TO^ ^5lto ??, 

'5T?’*ft? ^ 55 , 

TO C?1?T?T??? I 
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1^0 CT ^ST^tf^ ^1^, "STf, 

C^, CT C5^, (Jl I^Tfft ^C5JI^ ^ Wito 

'srtf^ ^TfsiH <?'Q*<jj I 

c^: >ic^i5t?i, ^ CT srm ^ 

>rsTii ^fHT ^ '»i4^i'as«^5!c,*f ^44iiw i 'snf^ v9’«rn?T (^^fsi 

^iw r s ' i^ ^*f7CT SfTO to CTO CTO ^ 

Picfltc p !< <iwt=ito '535*R c5tT I i£i’^ wff?r ^4'4>ti'< to 

I tom 'Q^^< I TO«f TO 

^?TO TO^ I TO%i ^ ttoc^rn to 

'sfitRic^j c^'^m ^!>i^c*i oi’*n?R 'srt^ 'aiN(^?ia®ftf^m^ 'oic»i^ 

1 C<*tC^ '0||^« ^W, 

fi(^%il 'SI*^T 1%C?l ^ ^ (ifC^TC^ C^, Sff^ Wfto TO 

<*ii^c<, ^ic<p< I c^tn* 

TO TOpRi c^ ■ntom ssm^ to:^ tottoi^ TOff ^?n%rm 

TOI^ <1T^ TOt^ TSTf^tTO I TO% "^tTO TO*m, TOR 

C*I R^ETR, f^, '5R®TSTH, ’^^tCPRI C^ f^Pi'o iiJ?r p#f? 
TO^®^c^ ^<3^ ^jf^fftc^ ^srtc^ 

to Rc**m I to^ <ito to^ cTO5 ^ I «f^ ^-- 

\si5i-^Trm TO*fTO, tom ■^—mnai reto ■^— 

Tf^to cTO*^ I TOTOC^ mc^T TOc^ ^sitotn toc^— mrom 
cw? TO ^tofe®R I tor mf% «ii^ cro cpfc’^fm toc®t cpfTO=T 
mt?TOP*r Tffto cTO«fT mro ^ntoro TOto«r mriTO 

«£m^ TOnsfrto torR TO?t ctor w*f^ to:^ toto mt i 1^ <?i 
^5^ tor mmTO TOTO ^K TT^to cTO«ft TOTO cm^ c<w 
m W5T f'tcTO TOrms TOR to mmTO to 

v£m^ TO to^’T mmcsT TO^frto tom wcmii mit'oro ^rc^ i ^gro 
to, TO to ’rr'0?n^ mro to gto % TOT ftff^ 

cmm ^ TOmt fp^ to mto TO^r TOmr to to mrtTORr mmro 

Government of the people, by the people and for the people shall never 
perish from this earth. TOT TOmtCTOfm mmTO mR«fTO^ mjtoRR 
torm TO? mro c»im mto I 

Shri A. H. Besterwitch : Mr. Speaker, Sir, before we finish I rise on 
a point of order. Yesterday we had a talk regarding transport 
arrangements but it is unfortunate that from the Government side we 
have received on information, or even an indication that arrangements 
would be made regarding transport to carry the members as they used to 
have that privilege previously. I heard yesterday that certain parties have 
made arrangement for themselves but that does not suit the purpose of 
all the members. There were arrangements for transport since 1962 but 
suddenly today when I came here I find all arrangements upset. That is 



why I raised this matter and the Government side promised to make 
some arrangements but nothing has been done uptill now. 

Mr. Speaker : Mr. Besterwitch, I enquired of this from other 
members. You made the suggestion to me that there must be some 
conveyance arrangements for the members to go back to their 
residences. I consulted some of the members of the Opposition Party. 
They told me that they have their own arrangements. On this side also I 
have got no proposal from the Chief Whip of the Government Party, nor 
is there such a proposal from the Chief Whip of the Opposition Party. So 
I find that Mr. Besterwitch alone is pressing me hard for his conveyance 
but no other honourable member just like him has pressed me that 
arrangements for transport should be made. It a sufficient number of 
honourable members want conveyance from this House to be arranged 
by me or by the Government and if the leaders of different parties or the 
Whips of different parties approach me, I can take up the matter with the 
Government. But uptill now, except Mr. Besterwitch, no one else has 
approached me. So, I have thought it not to Justified move the 
Government in the matter. At any rate, if you have got serious grievance, 
I will request you to consult also the Whips and Leaders of the different 
political parties and to meet me in my Chamber. Then, I will request the 
Government to make necessary arrangement. 

Shri A. H. Besterwitch : Sir, in 1962 and 1967 also it was 
Besterwitch who brought up this subject of conveyance for the members 
and, again, this time also it is Besterwitch, on behalf of other members, 
who has brought up this matter. If arrangements are made by some 
members for themselves that does not hold water for other members. We 
are poor people. We cannot make such arrangements. We have to walk 
all the way because taxis or buses are not available at late hours in the 
night. 

Mr. Speaker : It is unfortunate Mr. Besterwitch, no one is 
supporting your proposal. 

Shri Sudhin Kumar : There are quite a few who would avail of the 
opportunity if it is provided by you or the Government. 

Mr. Speaker : I will request the hon'ble members to meet me on 
12th or 13th in my Chamber. 

Shri Subodh Banerjee : Sir, it is no good consulting all the members 
of the House. The Government had been doing all these things for the 
last few years. Let Government make the same arrangement this time 
also. What is the harm ? 

Mr. Speaker : I was told by Mr. Gopal Basu and some other 
members that they had made their own arrangements. 



^ % I ^ f^;#f 

■^IPT I (?I ^ OT CT ^ CW C^ ■^TW Wl (?ir®5? I 

^srrsrar Rw-^it i ^®t to i ?rpi c^n:^ (to to 

'siTO I 'Q ^ '♦wcH I ^wj^i ^ wrc^^T 

‘<^tTO=T ^ I (Pmm (?I, (?TmB ^ tjIw ^$t3^ 

^st»it ^ I 

f^i : ^sTTO c^ (?it I 

jSto'wfutf^: (?f5T (71^ ?rTO ^ I < 11 :^ (??rc^ 

(^(.'^ ^®if^ I ’1'59'u^c^^i ^1^ '3itc*i ^rni I liRs •r^F * 11 ^ ^nc*^ 

^ (P^ -j^ ^ I csm<i^ tto tito Wm, 

^ ,< 1 ^ <>t^ ^ ?isc5 kto (?i^ ^ ^ I 

Shri Ajit Kumar Panja : So far as Government is concerned, until 
now neither has there been any request nor any direction from any of the 
members for making transport arrangements. However, if such request is 
made we will certainly look into the matter. 

29T:m*rm ^ cs\ i£i^ ^ tot ’tm 1 

Its toRTit (?r, toi^ 

^ toc^, ^'Q (?iWi ^ ft (OTf ^ ton?i? ^ 
ftcOT^ I w ^ ^sn^ft^T ^ ^ (TTspnt c=^*i ^ f^ 

I 

wn:^8fr^ i ^ <5^ 

'®llc«ll&'lk ^5ftC^ f ’Q?rf c^ ^(.Hcs^l I '0 |Ig^ CT c*lt 

wTiRsi^ ■'•Fii'WH I ^snto (Ri:^ cto i 
cer^ ’tjFTTft's I 'Q7:iT?v8 ^rsficwti w 1 ^mt ^simt 

Rsft I 

Mr. Speaker: Now I request the Chief Minister to give a reply. 

Shri Ajoy Kumar Mukhopadhyay : I have nothing more to add to 
what I have already stated. 

Shri Subodh Banerjee : It's a very good reply. 

Mr. Speaker: The discussion is over. 

The motion of Shri Ajoy Kumar Mukherjee that,— 

“to® ftora? ^THTT tol>W (?TfC^ ’itotto 

^sRt^rHi <3 ittoto ^rmro 
^isto ^ towi 

■ipR5®3F CT witow toH>i^i 

^ toTsI SfRtoC^ 'JSRl Rt??nC5!l?*Rl ^ 
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^ CT TO sff^ <3 (?I^ ^ 

■’T^sfT^ 'aiNl^<p '*1^91 “ni ^Hl^tvscs?. i 

’ftf^lCi^ •■fpTTOZF TOJ^ ^ 'iR^ 

TOTOW»I TOJ^ ^rsR? TOiR^ ^ TORI 

vgf5^ ■^qtRsft <jj<^'5^| RjqH>|\»| \»l5j^ 

TOI^ OTTO ^RITO5? ^sR^TO I 

^ Rtot OT, TOiOT^i <^vicH ■*r5^ 's 
Sjf^^ TOTO ^ TO ^?TORTO '^T^srif^ TO ■‘#3 

TSmTO TOotR^ I >T^ TO'S TOff OT, OTTI^ 

^«rTO TOTOT ^>lRsr^ ntRs^^tTO TOlto *1l>j<M>t/}» 

^^*iiOTc*m ot'sttt ^ wrihi 

Tf^t=?TO OTtC3?^ ^ TO^ WRe^ 

TO, ‘®jf^r% WRT otto liTSR ^ ^^nt^^TTO R1^ mro 

^i%?i ^<5? ^ Toot i 

^^«1IOTTO WRttn W5^J ■Sf?'r^‘=t ^^sJtTO fijf^ TOTO TO 

'Q wft <P^OT'j<I Rot^ TOm R*1TO^ TO^ >1'<<MW<1 R?s^ 

^ TOltCTO OT, ^^«=11OTTO >rRc^ sfTOl <3 

TORI ^IWTTO ftff% 'mK ^fifTO fifOTtW% TORft TORIT 

Rc'i ^OT i "^s^TlOTOTf^ «T*i» ®T*>» •T^Rlft ^’*RT ^fOT^ ^I'S* RUSC^, 
^f^^TO«si tro ^ ^ ’fiOT^ ^ I 

‘fit toto^ ^5^ ^^*11 OTTO w5T’tT:«Ri ^r«i, 

'Q ’TitcTO I ^tf^TOro R<irto <3 

OTT*i 4 Rot>ot I ^5rto TOH:^ ^5(Rto ^ TitReRf ftf^ ^ 
TOra ^ TO^ >i<i4iw< ^’ra 2fOTiw% m ^ R*ih^, 

W{^'^ 'Q ^IWlOT? R^ ^srfTO TOltCTO I 

^’RS TOTOfTO TO TO tRf^, RR9, ^ ^RTS TO "5^ 

Rt^TO ^Rrai ^ifro RT*u ■^^CTO=T i OTl^mro <3 to^to ^<iR^ 

^ RpTO ^ I ^ I OT^ ^ gCT5T% ^ tiiTO ^f?TO I ^ 

*ffWiTO's %ri^ TOfTotro ^5nR<p wro ?iiR)OT i 

^ Rot^^TT <lf%W5OT RtfRTOT TO5 ^RITOsOT 1^ ‘flt 
Rtoi to^SR <)rto i^tiR ^frt^csR, r 

was then put and agreed to unanimously. 

Mr. Speaker : Today's business is over. 
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^sTRstt^fwm It 4im, 

‘^t?Ttm’ '^m^ '^if^ 

^ 8^ <lf^ ■^?TO 1%#%, 

sTff^ w=T 

-^m:^ I Tr^^t^TiT:’*f^ 

wm ^ >if>ifo5i tor*fT I 

(?T^ <pt^ 

(^sf^ ^ wif^r^iWr 5 ^ ^ ^siWi-^) ^ (?i 

^CTO, «iJ^ ^ ^ cmn ^ >rf5(1o-u ^«if 

^5Rrf=^ 3Tt3^ ^Q^ ^ i 

i£it >if^f^?i f^^rB'o ^^cTO=T I 

S>ic^(«j^srw c^ 3tf^ mm c^*it^ ^-^i"'itw i 

^fTf^rf^ mtm : wn^nf^rc^m ■ 5 ^, o^, ’ti^ 1^, 

?s«TO5T I 

^sinfoajiT:^ ’{fhs 8tOT^ ^rf^ ^i1%si 

^3F#HTff?I n'tWf, ^ ^ I w 

mm ot ^ ^ cn^^i ”5%|5 

ft^ OT 4?^ '^f^cTOTc^ '^*frf^ wrj wsr 
*nta? ^poR I 

(Rto^ ^5?Tn?ic»m w^ 's^ c^-aRR? 

t^ff^ ?RIt^ TO <Tff^s^ wfHT% «tf^ 2tW Wt ^ I 

^5?TTOT*f? fe*f«r w^ ^Tttemi 

?sin:®'Q ^srgic^ij TO ^ 1 

TO TOIOT ^iTO? I ifR 

>i1>ifo5j W2R3I ■®Jit>ai*i^iiw (Mm nfte ^spspr*? to "^cto i 

^Rf%5T TO b-|»1lW!<1 TO ??JTO I TO 

3t I 

sm mm t|c5R : 71^ (TO, TO®f 

f^, \^t<, toro*! >TO '©«, «n:^*j^TO toi®t, 





^ ^ 'srfiRs, 'iPT (£PT >Qf^ I 

^iRI^CVO 'i|l(.^H ^St (iPT 'iR C^, 

c^#, j§t ^ 2lf1^ I 

'b 7ffsff%?l 'isrof^ >l'b|^j v£p^ C^-^'<3%W*f5^ 4i[v|f[} 5t^:^ I 

^ ^^ivnJcvo : M§[ '5^?m 'mm, m 

'o5i(>i<r, m, 'Q^, c^rt^ 

^’ti-^i^iii<p) I mmi (?i ^ mi 

c^-^^ifv»(.*i-i«i ^sTw?f mf CT^t wf ?y^w»i c^r^fc?!^ ^nus 
mi ^ wi m «TCTO TO Ito OT5 'm^ m i 





ti?ff^ TSfr^mnstm ct, 

^«fT^ snjp:^ wr^ wm 
*?^i c<i*? 

snsrc^ w^ c^ 

(%T*Fl^^ii1?nr) 

*tf^^ 'si^Rs^«r ^WT? ’imt^ <ifC'etT<5 'gf^ ^ ^ 

(?f, c^tiic^ ^ ‘ilt WHTC^ (71, ^?5TfOT c*?n:^ 

wurf^ TOjtsfe ^^ writn ^tsput ^t^fj 

C3[t^ I 

vft5f T^ ^ ^5rn!r?i2nffc5r5 

^ ^srn^tf^ ^ Tf^ 

^5r5Cm*J WRIC$ ^FT^ I 

wpTf t^fnn:^ c^, ^f>wc5f^ mft 

etff^c^ ’jtr^ 5i^3Tii® sm^ c^sStn >Ri^f?i'c<p ^#R?n ^ i 

mu fifjfmlt ’fift? ^ 'st wm to 

mus ^ic^frj^ '?[^fpi|t -imai f^to ^ 

sj«tTH I ^=tos ^srprm '^’«ip# c^^, toc^ 

k^, ^’^frsiit gHfton ottoi? ^^^its# 

;!)ttoPR ^^.'sn j§H(gF?i sim 

*k:^ ^frsTf^ i 3tto?i 

TOTsift ^3TTO ^??rn7f*t WIT ton:^ m w 

wm^ ^ni^f^'H's I 

^^k^ c?sc^ ^?TO ^ ^ ^ ^ (71, aR5T 

^P^K.'o i^C<5 ^lCv6 i£|^ ^s«ll(.‘iC“1 I^C? C<l(l'© ^fTC^ aR® 

w^ ^f^«iw %c5fn^ ^ ^ I TO's wf ^ <7f, orc^ 

WRT TOtJ's ’rtom ^ ms ^ ^ 

^ I 


«t|to ^ 

t^kRs? ^ '5[’«irs# Sr^’^rrkif sn:!!f?i rzti^, 

<i;^ ^ >3 '^rRTfT^ rj?^ ^ -m ^ c^ 

^ (TnTR I ^ ^5nt=T m\ ^'e ^ ^ 

wm I aito? (TTfk^ ^ ^'q 'q 

'jMt ^?n7r^ w ^ m\ ^'q 1k^ i 







’*m«nffi:pf?r ^rmlw ^srfsir?^ i ^srtri 

‘'Tfto CPj'Sm ?fJ?^ ^ C-^4!C<* ^ I 

-sT^ ■»m®nlfc5i^ «^v6 i c*i ^rt^ 

“'TTC?^ ^ WRT® FR | 

-siR 'Q CRT^RR <PC?l<pr^ '*R®tt^f*lf^ 1 

^^k^p '©iiwiFRi ^ 

c«rr?5 f%c^ i?n:^ <r ^ i^c?n:^ 

-'iTFf^ TTcwR '^^rsiftm ^ ^srtrarrF^ ■^sr^ i 
^iisntN "sn^mRT w f^rcro ^srmr© <2fm5^ 

t'«li(14> 'ST® £W*t <?I, 'Q^ Rsf^ ^ 

Twm I ^ wmnm ’*ra«rtffbR c^ 

Ri^ I c<p#?i RWB Piyfai^o ■sn^rm c^ ^ >i<i<^i<'s 

I ^cf, #f%, c^TC^t^R, ^^RR^ 

£fC?rRtRR ^«RR I ^TR^rf^R^ <P(1«1 ^l^HN RR^'S Rj[^>5 I 

TTW TT^jf^f^ ^ RWT (TRTf I R'm RR 

^^STTTO I 

^^j^'SIhji ^5rt*rt %R^ ^iw^iw rRtt 'o^ ^fft^ ^ 

^RC® I RT^RTRRR ^^^^RRTTRR WRT f^ WS’f® 

R^nSff®^ 2R5R I RT^RfCHC-m Wl®R-3 C*2fR5 ^ rcR RR 

FR 'SfRC^R ®|R^ ■'snjR >8 Tt^jwm RTf’ftR R^f^[ft®C^ 

r 1^ c®M sfRngfJ^ I 

RRfRWR SfF^ '»I^C®-a lilt ^Ttf^ WRT 

iiii^^if^<^i rs.'^Ir -iR^ RR tt?R ri^rs'q ^5Rcm*j wrr:® rr^ i 
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«rm=r^iti?Fwt%?rf^ 

—-^^fpiit 
(%T^1%c*ni>m) 

?R?t? >f^'fc®i c«ifws ffe 'g[’?ir# i^^^snsni fm wrr^ 

'^m^, ^??ni?Pt '^vm ^sm ’^'ttffoi? f^ (?i m 

wm? ^ c^ fiftimit 3h^ ’trte c^wtus 

^C?lf| I 

^ ^TSPITI *\i*iTi\ >213^®! 

^5imt ^SC?lf| 1 

^’T^’^nrsilt Mt te%5R 1 

^smm ^w»fT '3T*p5f ^cTO I 

^sf^R, f^, csRm, ‘'if%^ to ^mugfj^ l^tr# -“ttoi 
<i*i4|v!)t?i Wns ■^'STim’t? to ^ c^r^itTR ■»m®n^ 

to ^ I 






tern ^ 

2|f^ TOT . 

mft _ 

sfTO'siit?rWJ^TOT^#TOWl^^sTO=T— 

(%r^t^*n1fNr) 

TO^TO, stt 1^—fit*tmlt ^ 

wi3<n wtf^ ; ^t®nm c^ 

C^ ^ C^§m ^TTOTOS ^ I TOT 

TO TOto TO< feH’t TO'S »t?‘=nf' WfTI^ CTOTR«1t 

TOC^ TO5 I TOT®^ ^HlHj TOSfT TOi^ W^ TO TOi?I 

^^trof^TO^TO I 

^8 W?Rm TOC^, C^5#?I RTO? ^ 

Rt C=R TOT RTOTOS l^fTO ffRC'R TOC^ TO I TO 
^TO^ f^R'S <WCH, ■"R'ft^fro t^TO CT '0^ 

OT'QTn ^ ^5RT CRTf% 1 

'^[’TOlt 'G TO RTSjd^TO? TOT^ : ^«ft^ 

'Q TO'=R TO TO*tS^ ■“tro^ WtTO I C5t«lT©t®TU® 

^<1^C>1^ ’*R«nffOT TOTf% TO^, TO TOT ^sn^ 

’Jl’^tTO sn^ “TO I 

'^rolt TOC^ : CTO C^R TOTO RlTOtf^ ^CTOSTT C5f?fT f^CTO I 
TOJ^ TOTC^ : TO«nffTR^ ^*TT TOT^ <SFiK ^Rlft TOR TO«f 
TOc^ I ^TO# St^snsR sTTOiiR ^ tottor ^ rto!^ 

?®TTO : TO«n«nTO TOT 1 to TOR.TO^ TO^T I TO RTOR^ 
m I RCP«. -^8 CTO ’fw I 

^-'I^TOlt Sf%f#T^ RITO RtlRllRTOR TOTC^ : ^18 TOR RSR? 

^pR TOT R^ RTO ^RaFR RCTO I “TOR TOR RtRfI Rt, C^ Ito 
^ li^RT l” 'Sr«iR TOTOICR RfRT RRRRR I 

TOPitRt^R 

RTStT TOJR^ ^8 ^SRHIR ^I«Rh TO Rt^RtlRTOR TOR CR, RsCRRt 'G 
TORT CTO CR? TO RRRTfflRS (<i R# RRRStft RTR^tR Bf^TO RRIT 
RJRC^ I TO^IITO G TOR f*rfTO brJftS ^ RRRfff f^lf^R RtRt CTOR I Rtef 
WIRG GTCR^ RtRt CTOR, aif&t TO CRGRT RTR I 

RM TO? R^ TO? TOR TO RR«tt^tTRS RSCRRIR f&RR TO? a^RR 

TO RRRI^fc^ RRl^SR fTOCRR I 
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^8 ^ ^ 11^ (?r5rc< 

^ <itf^ ^5rf2f?i^ffm ^srfTO^ \5rc^ tr?? 

«i3’?rn?T ^i>iwH I TO «f*rTO's lijt ^<\h crofwm ^*rr 

^ ^ WT I ^ <^!f^>cvc^ ^stu5 ^ TO ■^, ^5f^ 

CTO TOC^ I 

>\^n '^rsr^s fro ‘iT^^ tot'oI^ wrc^i^ fro 'stot- 

fiflffc^i^ iijte ^ TO ''#1^ TO TO TO 

f^^srmi sjTOTOR I 

C^-a TOJ'©1^ ^£lt t^TO ^ (?TTO TOT 

^STWITO TOT ^ (?TTO TOC^' TO TO ^ TO TO^ I 

TOT m ^l|iri! ^tTOTTOlTO f^TO TO^ yit 

C^SC^ "^r®^ ^'Q?rT %I ^ (Tr’^lt ^ I TOTfro TOT 

TO'^ft ^yrftc^ v5^^’*r'8 cTi’«m:TO i wc^ 

cTOt^rro ■s#5f5T ^ vs TOfinsnffDi^ TOKt ^ 

TO^^ I 

<^«i<M®i ^«nffc5f? ^-c^ «i^if^fc'< TOjfn cffTO 

TOT^ I ^^TOlt TOr*tT TOTTO, 'QTm 'STO CTO ^tIto (Hi'3¥l 
TiWB I 



<y<iij^ 2fc?f 
^ ’ffe? 

^spiTsrf^ 2|^ K\m I %rt^ 1^ M 

^ijrc^ ^ c^te? ^<?rt ^ 

■'bi^^ sff^wt <3 ^srr^bj^ef ^'sn^'s cmro ^ 

^K3I <5l'STV»<lt»i <i)'^ ’Wrc?!^ I 'i)|ii}»l'5J ^C®1 ^1^1 

"SfNHS -G^ <|iVo<p'©1^ Pl'qtl'3 (?TGTn I 

^ TOT’fm ^ TOPI, St f^r, crr©^, 

C^St?I St ^ '©^ W Mt CTOS 

"TOWR RT% cm’t OiR I Rit StfRWf^f ■“t^Rs^ ^'S ^st ^Rk^ 

RtRlR to ^fCSTf^Rr I 

CR CTO WTTOTt RTO ^G-m TO CR^TOT sTfeTO 

CTOCRR ei^ TOt? TOT C^s^ RWt? fk5f*f fen^ I 

-^4l*nf^R(R 'TOTOI't C^sSt^I TOtRfw gfl^TO fro^ CTOTC?PT 

C^g CTOtCR^ ■srf^’m <\(.W R?tS^ WTOR TOTOR <i|f^P>1I'C=gf<J RCSf 
^ tRk^ TO 'St 1kk*m RS^ TOtR I 

(?Tg CTOtOT TOPSRCR TOfJTO St TOICRR RC^fG 

TO I C^RR^l, G RRTOTR ^srfRTOCRR TO f^ ^iJRsf^ ^R^s 
RRITO I Rl'Sf'bRlRR ^CRS G TOTfRJ ^5#TORt fTOTR I 

Tot GT2PTO RRTOf R^fRSRCR (^t CTOtOT RfTO’tR 1 r^ CTOltR CTOt 
TOTTOfR TOf ‘ilRs ^RkRs (rIr^ TOTO I G^ ^RkRS RTWTTO St TOTR 
C^tot^TOTO I 

TO tT^t tro RtWJ <3lTOfR StRf®^ TOtRf^ fift^wt 

RRs^SITO voHNRsR Rtflr^ RT^ ^c?iC^ I ^I'S?, ^'apRTR CTO^ ^RTRCR 
MR s ^C<lR RR^ RSTO TOT ^TOlt^TO TOtTTO ^ ^ m OTtR St^TOs 
CRR I "fR® R f bC RR CTOP St^^ G^ TORfe RRTOs^ RSTOR I 


TO^*tRMR ^srcttRR, 




TOf^-^H %TN^ CT, 

?n?T ^ _ 

PINDI SENDING SABOTEURS ALONG WITH EVACUEES 

—Assam Minister 

SHILLONG, MAY 15.—The Assam Finance Minister, Mr. K. P. 
Tripath said today that Pakistan's "deliberate Government action" to 
push millions citizens to India was equivalent to waging a war on this 
country, says UNI. 

In a statement here the Finance Minister said Pakistan was doing 
this ? merely deliberately but intentionally by calling its own citizens as 
Indian infiltrate and suggested the "only effective solution of this 
problem is that India should create such conditions so that the evacuees 
may go back home safely." 

Mr. Tripathy also charged Pakistan Government with sending spies, 
saboten and agent provocateurs along with the evacuees. 

"The agent provocateurs might try to create riots along the lines of 
exist social tensions, might take the shape of Hindu-Muslim ripts in 
West Bengal, Tripura and Cachar and anti-Bengalee riots in Assam vally 
and Bihar, or a variations of the same." 

The Finance Minister cautioned that the saboteurs might try to disrup 
transport and major industrial projects and even through actuating 
destructs trade union action. 
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ANTI BANGLA FORCES ACTIVE AMONG EVACUEES, 
TRIPATHI 

From Our Shillong Office 

JUNE 18.—"Some interests are pulling strings from a dislance to 
produce evacuee baiting with a view to creating anti-Bangladesh fixation 
in some areas of heavy evacuee influx. But processions they organised 
inadvertently betrayed their source when slogans of Yahya Khan 
Zindabad were shouted," said Mr. K. P. Tripathi, Assam's Finance 
Minister, in a statement to the Press yesterday. 

"The Government has not taken any action, but was keeping watch 
as a national emergency has not been declared", he added. 

"Neighbouring States have asked for evancuee dispersal which the 
Government of India has accepted. This was not to ill-treat evacuees, but 
to ameliorate their condition on humanitarian grounds. But the ultimate 
solution of the problem does not lie in dispersal. It lies in enabling 
evacuees to go back home," Mr. Tripathi continued." 

"For this India has sent emissaries abroad to convince great Powers 
that conditions must be created in East Bengal so that evacuees may go 
back. Otherwise confrontation cannot be avoided. The problem is not a 
question of digesting 10 million refugees. The problem is the restoration 
of a democratic Government in Balgladesh. 

"In the last war England and America fought for democracy. Now 
they are keeping mum when democracy is being crucified in East 
Bengal." 

"Nintynine per cent of the people of Bangladesh and Pakistan voted 
for autonomy of Bangladesh which the Pakistan military regime wants to 
crush with Hitlerite methods and inhuman cruelty. Should England and 
America which fought the last war to save democracy, watch on ? Does 
it mean that democracy and human rights are a consideration in the 
civilised world only when the conflict is between Germany and England 
and such considerations are not there when it becomes a conflict 
between two wings of the same country ?" 
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"The question arises whether democracy and human rights will form 
points of consideration for an intervention in an internal conflict." 

"India is getting involved in a conflict as a result of continuous 
pushing in of millions of refugees by the Pakistan army action. The 
matter is no longer a mere occurrence in-side Pakistan. The consequence 
of what is happening inside Pakistan is invitably drawing India into 
conflict." 

"This question needs an immediate answer. Will India's emissaries 
abroad get satisfactory reply ?" 





"N^ %jt^-t^ ^ s 

wisiTO sm 

CT^'-fC'Hil '5’«lrsif^ m^TTMT 

CM INVITES LEADERS TO DISCUSS EVACUEE ISSUE 
From Our Bhubaneswar Office 

JULY 16.—The deadlock over accommodation of the Bangladesh 
refugees in Mayurbhanj district of Orissa seems to be nearing its end as 
the Chief Minister Mr. Biswanath Das, as understood to have invited 
leaders of all political parties to a meeting on Monday to discuss the 
issue. 

The Chief Minister is understood to have invited the party leaders 
after he received a letter from the Prime Minister, requesting him to 
reconsider the issue and allow Bangladesh refugees temporary 
rehabilitation in Mayurbhanj district. 

It will be recalled that the State Government had rejected the 
Centre's desire to settle about 50,000 refugees in the Gorumahisani area 
of Mayurbhanj district because of some "special problems" of that area 
and had suggested some alternative sites. 

One of the reasons given out by the Rehabilition Minister, Mr. 
Brundabah Nayak, in the State Assembly was that none of the Union 
Ministers had contacted the State Government leaders in this regard and 
no such decision should have been imposed without prior consultation. 

According to some responsible sources, the reason for the State's 
rejection was that its vanity was pricked as the Government leaders were 
ignored by the Centre in this regard and everything had been done at the 
"officer's level." 

A request from the Prime Minister herself having come now, it is 
likely that the State may reconsider the issue and allow Bangladesh 
refugees temporary settlement in Mayurbhanj district. 
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ORISSA FIRM ON CAMP SITES ISSUE 
From Our Staff Correspondent 

BHUBANESWAR, JULY 22.—As the Orissa Government virtually 
rejects the Prime Minister's request to reconsider the State's decision not 
to give temporary accommodation to Bangladesh evacuees in 
Mayurbhanj district. Centre is likely to yield to the State's stand for 
accommodation of evacuees elsewhere in Orissa. 

Leaders of all the political parties in the Orissa Assembly, including 
Mr. Binasyak Acharya, Ruling Congress Opposition Leader said at a 
meeting. Mayurbhanj district was "not at all suitable area" for sheltering 
Bangladesh evacuees. 

Disclosing this at a news conference here yesterday in the evening, 
the Chief Minister. Mr. Biswanath Das, said that the meeting agreed with 
and approved three alternative sites — two in Koraput and one in 
Boudh-Phulbani district—suggested by the State Government for 
sheltering the evacuees. 

The Chief Minister said that he had summoned the meeting to 
discuss a letter he had received from Mrs. Gandhi requesting the State 
Government to reconsider its decision not to shelter Bangladesh 
evacuees in Mayurbhanj district and north Balasore. 

Mrs. Gandhi's letter was in reply to one he had written expressing 
the 'Difficulties of the State Government in those areas.' 

The difficulties were economic, administrative, and law and security 
reasons, Mr. Das said. 

The tenements of at Gorumahisani, selected by the Central 
Government, were now occupied by retrenched workers, as such no 
evacusse could be rehabilitated there, it is reported. 

Meanwhile, a Union Rehabilitation official in a letter to the Orissa 
Chief. Secretary has intimated Centre's desire to open camps for 350,000 
evacuees. A team would also visit Orissa soon to inspect alternative sites 
suggested by the State Government. 

The suggested sites are Gunakhol, near Thinivali. Simlibencu, near 
Motu in Korapout district, Durgaprasad in Phulbani and Chilka in Puri. 
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C. M. TELLS MRS. GANDHI 
Pak Saboteurs Inciting Violence In Assam 

(From Our Special Representative) NEW DELHI, Sept. 2.—The 
Centre is said to be extremely concerned at reports that "thousands of 
Pakistan spies and saboteurs" who had been earlier deported by the 
Assam Government have returned to the State in the garb of Bangladesh 
refugees. 

Assam's Chief Minister, Mr. Mahendra Mohan Choudhury, came to 
Delhi to acquaint the Prime Minister with the serious problem of 
insecurity Assam is facing at present. At the meeting with the Prime 
Minister, he reportedly informed Mrs. Gandhi that the saboteurs were 
inciting violent activities in Assam. Besides, they were trying to damage 
the communication system and other important installations. 

Mr. Choudhury has reportedly asked the Prime Minister to 
strengthen immediately security measures along the State's 1,300 km 
border with East Bengal. It may be recalled that during one of his earlier 
visits, the Cheief Minister had suggested reinforcement of the Central 
Reserve Police along the border to stop the sabotaging activities by 
suspected Pakistani agents in several parts of Assam. 

Answering a question from reporters Mr. Choudhury said today that 
the Assam Government had arrested as many as 50 such suspected 
Pakistani agents "in the last few weeks". Last month there was an 
attempt to blow up a train in Cachar district. 

Yesterday, Mr. Choudhury met the Defence Minister and reportedly 
told him that the resources of the State were not adequate for the 
situation. The Centre must takes steps to prevent the situation from 
deteriorating. He will meet the Prime Minister again tomorrow. The 
Chief Minister also discussed with Mrs. Gandhi the draft Bill for 
formation of three new States in the eastern region—Meghalaya, 
Manipur and Tripura. 

At another meeting with Mrs. Nandini Satpathy, Minister of State for 
information and Broadcasting, Mr. Choudhury and his colleague, Mr. 
Biswadev Sharma, pleaded that border publicity in Assam should be 
intensified and as a first step a radio station should be opened in Cachar, 







adjacent to Bangladesh. Rumours were being constantly set afloat by 
Pakistani agents and spies in that district spreading panic among people. 

Mrs. Satpathy is reported to have said that a radio stations would be 
opened in Cachar soon. The land for this purpose had been acquired and 
the equipment was being awaited. But Mr. Choudhury said that 
construction of a building would take a long time. He, therefore, 
suggested that a radio centre be opened in a rented house without delay. 
Mrs. Satpathy is reported to have agreed to consider the proposal 
favourably. 

The Assam Chief Minister also met the Minister for Petroleum and 
Chemicals, Mr. P. C. Sethi, to press for a quick decision on the proposed 
petro-chemical complex. Mr. Sethi has assured him that the final choice 
of the site for the complex would be made before the end of this month. 
Mr. Sethi added that he would visit Assam next month to inaugurate 
formally the petro-chemical complex. 

The Chief Minister had discussions also with the Union Minister of 
Home Affairs. Mr. K. C. Pant, on the draft Bill to create three new States 
in the eastern region. He will meet Mr. Pant again tomorrow. 
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INDIA PARTY ASKS VOCAL SYMPATHY FOR E. PAKISTAN 

NEW DELHI (AP).—Prime Minister Indira Gandhi's ruling 
Congress Party urged the people of India Sunday to lend their whole¬ 
hearted support to the East Pakistan independence movement. 

But a resolution adopted unanimously by the Party's 700 national 
committtee members avoided any commitment of direct aid to the East 
Pakistanis. 

"What we are doing is to raise our voice in the capitals of the world 
and in the United Nations over the brutal massacre across our borders," 
Mrs. Gandhi said in rejecting demands from some delegates that India 
give arms to the East Pakistanis. 

The Prime Minister also rejected criticism from President Agha 
Mohammad Yahya Khan's Government that India had no business 
commenting on the developments in East Pakistan. 

"India has no desire to interfere in the internal affairs of another 
country", Mrs. Gandhi said. "But it cannot remain silent over the 
oppression and wanton killing across the border". 

Calls for calm consideration 

"What is happening there makes one angry,but one must get over this 
and consider things calmly. We should be careful that we do not say or 
do any thing that will only add to the suffering in East Bengal." 

United News of India said in a despatch from the border town of 
krishnagar that Pakistani jet fighters violated India air space while 
bombing East Pakistani independence forces shortly before dawn 
Sunday. There was no confirmation from the Indian air force. 

Radio Pakistan said India was flying additional border security 
forces from New Delhi to reinforce trops already along the border with 
East Pakistan. Indian Foreign Ministry sources denied any build-up, and 
added that the only function of the security forces was to insure that the 
border did not become vulnerable. 

Foreign Minister Swaran Singh of India said the Pakistani 
Government's claim that developments in its Easter province were an 
internal matter could not be accepted by the world community. He 
proposed the party resolution. 





'Our brethren and neighbours' 

"For India, in particular, this is a matter of special concern," he said, 
"because the people against whom tanks and sophisticated weapons have 
been deployed are our own brethren and our neighbour. We cannot 
remain unaffected by what happens there." 

The Foreign Minister turned down demands from some delegates 
that India should grant immediate diplomatic recognition to an 
independent government of East Pakistan. 

"There is an appropriate time for all such actions", he commented. 
"If we hasten such actions, the very objective itself will get defeated. I 
do not want it to become a matter of public debate or controversy". 

The Congress Party resolution appealed to all nations to take "urgent 
and constructive steps to put an end to these inhuman atrocities." 
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TOTOK^ f^R.'® 'SRT c*tTc^ ■^im ’ifWT^ I 

TOfT^ Tit% rara<fc=? 'ilt ’*tw ^fTOT f^TOl TOT^'Of^ 

€|f^<h C?? I f^[%^ Wf'QTn^ TOT^ I ^(.'ijl'S’l 

'■ a i ^ t ^ ra s Tfm I ’r*F tor raTO 

raf^TO'S «?F I ^RjMW ^f^TOt'S TOTO I 

TO1TO <iTO ra#5RS *f5f^ TO^SM <)»WG^ I 

cmTO-’rf5 TOT <Pt^^ toh:^ ^ i fro 1^ 

CTOT'Q t^C^’f <P'^C^ ^ ^ I C^ ®Tt^ 'i>i<JWR ^TO TO^I^ <3^ I CTOR 
<3^ ^ K®Tt 1^, ^ ’HTO (3^’O^f **1^ TOf 'il ?tOT CITfC^ I ^'Q^- 
1*f?nTOT I t^TOl TO^—1^ oh^ I 

TOCO'S i£BP^ I CTOB ^sfcsn CT TO?f TOC^ 

CTt cTORTOl^ TOTOt TOCO'S TOf CTO rai^w c*^ I raif^ raifl TOf®f 
TO^, CTO TO ^ I srf^TTO TO TOlf^ I 





tfsW I Tf^»ircwcn 

^sf^Wrtt? sff^rrc^ ’^rsnf^wf mtaf^ i 

f^OT[, tef^'Ot^'Q ?I¥ %T I 

(?^ TTt%^ 

’rf^ i£lt Sf5f5lt5^ fe%5H ^trsfj^ ^>01%, (^ 

^'Sp?i^ ^^’r^'?s1% I 

^£jf^ wf5i c«?n:^ wtn wm ^<^<5i-^i3rat c*!^ ^f®T<i'«si<i 
fte C5^ Iwc^ W^H I 

i£l^^vf?i i£l^° ^ ^ ^ *m5 lilt ^Sfl^Fra 

I 

wfe<R, c«?n:?s W^, ^l'Src<p^ fro 

c^«n^ c^ ^rsj^ ’Tit 1 c^c^^'^iUi, c*ttmmfm, wfsf, csff^r^m, 
WR^ ^sSllf^ ^srTO RI^^TRRTO Tff^TTO s(%^ ^rRRfRRR^ 

R^<c=T ‘5f^ TO I c^rn:^ c^n^ vg?^ ^ 

^4^ I 

cmi ^ c’«f^®rtTO^ ^ WT TO 

(TR I 

Ti%i:g R TO ^ti? ^ cwrm ■«tfR c^ ^topt 8f%^ i ^ 
f^I?I Pc4**t ‘‘iJ^ ^l«rl 2n®t '5?^, ^5^ ^’fsf 

TOt^<?f CTO ■^*^t TO^ Rt i’ c^«?rt'8 c^f^rt'o %4'8 
’from ^ TOTf mm C5f«f! to i to^, ^tn-^rroft, cro^ 

X5if^, :^_^TOT?f ^ TOm I 

'5^'^?5£|XTO ^H*IH 

Tt4t^ ^^TOtITO TO[C^ '3TO TO t>IRHff^% ^sp!iTl5'lC5}^l 
^ ^^TSlTTO ^TRTtC’t fWl cm vs f5T, Wit, 1^ CTO? ^K 
TO^^ TO^ ’s#!? TOT TO*R TOT TO ^ I 

TOTOTOTO 

*f^ 'Q TOft^Pcs^ TO? wrf^ toto ^'fif^ ^ t 5 r, to, (^ <3 

TOJ TOTOR ^ I 1^ 1^C<l»nJ^‘fl TO®n?^ <5j'S\?l?r TO-TOTTOI W 
^'STO ‘ilt W I 

’ftf^TO TOTra? fiff^TO TOc^ 

^ ^'Q\?t 'Q TORS Rf^TSTT^ra ^IWTC’t m TOTO R!^TOR?*R 

'5f^^T;"<1s TOm I 

TO*I1%si^TOTO 

<3 ?T?TO ^ TOTO *«fR ^ gf C ^ 

‘»tttra W TOT ^ C^ (?m Rt r 



*1tf^ <3 ’TTf®!^ ^'G^m Ti^, (^ TO- 

^^%rT 'W C^ TOWI TOW 

vil I 

%n *rtter^ : t^-f^-^ii^, 1>r-f^.^, W3^iw, Rcjj i ll 

t^-vfR-f^, TOih w*tf%^ ‘^, TOt ■^??n 2rf«?if^ f*i^ ^Pt>si<^ 

f*t’^RS ^ ’^laj (.<pvb|w"f^, f^-tiPT-^, t^-iiPf-'G, iiPT-^-1^, W^-^- 

f^, t^-1^-^-t5I, ‘TOWt^ C2R 'G^r^ -Slf^ 

^ iTSpf ^ijC>ll1^C^ *H, TO T 1%^ 

’’S^ ^v^, t%W®f ^'ol, <l^c<p|u^<i ‘ilU’Tfl^irSPR—^'^jll^T I 

'srf^*TTW^ W5t 

TTSjifo <^^ ^f%TO 

TO TOit?i cromc^T? Sc^iiicn <^1^ ^ 

TO I 

'snf^^5\sw ’t^o dJc'i^'^i ‘iRpnt^rc^pw, co^'^, f*i^-f*fW5^ 'Q 

TfTORS^ Tf^Tci ^ ^?5£pT I 





ttff^ ^H'*f<ji'STi<j vs »£i1sm, 

i£l^ TO2^8» 2{f^ ? ^ C?FTf1> C^ 

^rpjc^ ? (?T c^ 1 i£i-?p ^^fitfrsr wsf^ ^ifwrc^ i 

^ «ii?5 m 

■ 5 ^ ^ <lftTO C*m ^ I C 3 ^ ^«T?T w 

^ 'st fs sm^ c’t^, 

TOST®, ^ 5^*Tr®5 csn^^rm ^ c^, 

^ ^5rr»^ ^ (?r ^ ^vq -m i 

^srf^^srm mm ^ c^«?rt'8 ^ i 

05it®r®tf^ 'srf^^ csnsfUl^^^ mm c<?i®«iR?ji fe® m 
m, mm c’t#! i£[^ 'sjmii’tTfR:^ ^5P5Ht ^ 

^sfr^FTO I ’fRs c^ ^5TT»tm ^m?{ w^'q 

C^^'Q ^ I 'STir®C<‘ R«l^®1 '**f^f% 

^ C®t WtUi? ^ ^ I ’Tffe f% ’Ttfto ^ 

Ty®u fif*! I ^ ^ t^, ^ ^n%T >R ^ mm—cmiwus 

I 

mem ^i[^w- 55 enf^t 5Pi?rnj m w, 

m (?TRi:®r^ I '^®iiH, ^ ^— 

\5<?rRsf^ WT (mm ^ ^ 1 

I m ^ ^icvfggi'i wf^ (^m 

Rc®McWc*t^ <J|6Tl^c\i>C^ I ^wl CB^ <Pt<'i *T1^ I ?F*f 

^5rr5^«r? 'q^ c«ic»f? 1 ^ ^rf^, 

mfe^ emm sm^ ^rflSt w m ? f^OT 

m ^ (OTi^ ®H I t^Kap^ ^ m C5fi^ s^t^Rv© I TO 

^?rt% ^'®(.'*p^ TOs, f®!^ ■srf^TWTg ®tf^fc'^ 

c®^RPrc?p 1^ tw m ^’t«f®OT, 1^ 
^TOf®^ i^tffft_7|^ ^c<ri®^ I 

^TO'Q S(f®ug^ ^ ‘M^f^lfl, C^f^ttsf^ I ®t?Il®R 

^m mi TOspf’f’^il^ c’^rpm m msi ^gsHm 

^ I OTtRTO ^5i%5fit i§t^ mmwsm^ “^” R%?rf ®m, 
NS ^^.#<P ’^ 9 \^ f^tSTO "SR ^ ^ I ’f®tf^ ‘iTO^ 

<2^ ^ifro (RTO Rtf^iTO I ^ '‘^f^ c?nw w 

ci5 f»fTO ^5^ ®TO RI^ (RJR 1^TO Rit I TO (R ^ ^RTO 







^ CS^ I OT'QTrf&r '3 I 

(?T ^^>3 ^Ttf^ I “^^^rfC<i»t” ^l<R5m W«t 'StHI^HW 

^ ■srm'ft® c®n*mtc^ ^ i 

^srt^ s^iQc^c^ i” 

^«ft ^ T2P^ I ^ ■?rf^ C^ ^ ! "5^ -SR TSfttsr, iFf&?I (TPH 

fi^w?) ^iw-'sn^rn^ft i ^ ^snt^rat i ^ 

wr?i cQ ^ I ‘in::5fc*t ^ f^ 'swpf 

CT ^ wtfeTO I ^st?^ msn-<irf*^mB f^i%rm 

^5n?T^ RfH^t?j ^*Tt^—^51^0 c^m I '*ii<i<iH^ 

’MT ipfiJr^i ^'Sr^t^eiw ^srw^ «ii?y 

5!5|<(» ^IBRT (.H<> •i'Sr<5'3 “^IW •Tl^ I 

ms^m I ^ 'iit cpn?n^ ’ncrit ^rrf^ i 

<jfqc'«f^—“?rt\®ilc'ic^ gf^f%^ 2n®fTf^ f^-f^ *^c®i 4(,®i R.*^ 

'srf^[c^ cmm ^ 

cWitc^ c^ f ^ ’ir^ ■srRwt^ ^—^sr^siwi^f i '3«rwm 
^31 c«ir»m ^ w ^^rm ^ Gir*f^ ^T%r i ^5imr 

IW< "STt^^ RPl^ ^ I C^ul i£|^ 

■pm 'Tf«ra ■snf^ %<r^i OT'STrm i 

^ t f^ ' TiR ? ^ I f^i’TRe' umi ^ 

^fk^ c^, “TR<^icHc»m” ^f^cvTcsf^ ^ ^sTR^-fk^ twrfw ^ 
^Tt^, ^ ’*t^-^^-®i'*<* 1^ *^»il^ 1wf'3 ti) '5C’t?r 

c*k ‘‘k^ c®r$t ^ I ^ *5^® "sn^ ‘‘R»iH^iii” fi^ i >3^ 
^£1^ ^?5rk ^<3 ^str^, ‘^<^5cm«t 

ci^cvsc^ I “ C'BtHR^ g i 'SR^” ^ cffsfT fk^ c^ ^^R^, 
trmM ^ -< i bRi Tt^ >ir<^k wft i ^si^hr? TOif 

xstTOCt^'S I ^ ^1(0 \\ ^*ft ^5^ <?rR^ <?#R^« ^ 

(7M TOt ^srR^—c^i ^'3'?rk fks^ ■^rf^'s jj^'siiw 

—«|-3^lft ‘kT?5rRP!*t’’ 3i=sI<1s!<5'C^ 'fl'ff^ I 



'O'bb' 


'b i£i^, 

RRn?iT ^ 

^5% Riatm 

(^f^*rf?Nr) 

^ R^ow >it^ ?rf^?rR, 

»£jt^, wf ct 'S?H>i'S>i c^sc^c^, ^torc*r '^f^-c^ta^ 

CTO i TO^f^ 

'5C^-^*4Tm WITO 4<5WH I 

TOc^T >ff^^ ^ R^sn:^ ^ va 

^ I 'Q ^^-'5,’«tr5l|t ^ fsrf^ ^rf^f«Ht wc^ I 

f^, i^^lf^h, 'S ^5f^S#%T vi)^ l^rftc^T <?nf%C^ I 

t^i%T ’•tjmt'SfR -m^n c<«n:^ ’ 51 %^ ctoh ^srjI^ 

C^fC^ ^IC< I 

^sms? wft TO’ff^ i5t^?i 

Rt^^lP?^(.l<l 'StHh ^®T?rf C<i^u5l "^Rt R^Sf^ '?s:c?l RT I ‘i|'ol(.< Rv^[fh5 

^ I ^ ^ TORI ^t?RT C^ X5f< I 

v58R^ ^TIR feR (C¥H ^8--^ 0 ^ 0 ) ^tlCPR ^srf^ C'^IFTf I (Tf'^THR 

tk?I ^ '2f3^®f I 

C^PR R»1 C^clJl <^W 6R1 R^iZR <Ptll ^t.«1 'AilC^ R^^R^1C3R 
"511*11^^ WRR ^ 2 ?^ I ^R<5R vflf^^oTC^ "^Rt l 

'S?HH, ^5i?rt <rfc'5?T?r 'Srrt^trc'R c*2rc^ 'Q ^srtrj 

RR^t R^«R I R5.5n^ta £(XirR?% v^tl, Rt^^RR 

^Rff^, 2fff^ RR^ f^«RWR TO RRRT (RWR I 

^ (?nTO) R^ tor:? I #5n^ mm f^«RH to 

(RfronR TORR I ^ R^sn^RR TO 2fCTO% TO RSf 2fff^ 

CfiRR TORR 1 RTtRICRR C^^fCR TO TOc^ KR RT^U ^CRR 

Tor R^C^|vblC< RtTO I CTOCTOS R^ TORR mx. Rt^RKRCRR 

gf^ Tot W RlRfRTO3FR IrTOcRR RSlf^ ^ 

^ fiRTTRR RTTO I 

^ I rr:ir^ RfRf^R ^srnsfCRSR r’str ’jTO ‘^ir* r^thr rt^rtcr^rr 
WRRTRIRRC^ ^5TCRR R^RRRR to Wi%RRR TOtR RR '^JR^ 

RiRfRTOaiRr TO R^TOs RRTOT <3 PlTOw^J ^ 1TO RRfT ^ I 

Sf^TCR ^RRC^ TT^ RTTOIR 2tTO3J Rt5RtCTORs ft ff^ CRRtR TO 
TOC®R (RS®R RTOCRR TO TOTCRt RCTO ‘flR^ RT^RnRTRf TO^TO 





vO'btft 


<5 ^srsjrm ^ 

^WC“t3 ?r^s,'5^^ ■^?n? ^RT ^ f%C*R 

?5^ msn-v^i^ '«mr$ ^um^ ^ ^ ^ ^n:^ 

^ ^5|^Sf TP^ -5351 I 

^<XR ^5i7R? TT^wTsn:? ^iwjih 

Srlf^CTl ^ftft WtfTO ?ITC®fT§[ Rl^sl 

<3 sif^iic^ c^n:^ R-^f^ oi'STn ^c?n:^ i 

t%TrR ^iic5#R;?m ^twj ■»^ i 

’rtRsin ^rmf^ <?i ^mrm ^ to tot i 

<pfr1<fi t ^ t tot:?? 2lf^, TOTTTO Tsnfros, «Tf^f? ?sffTR? 

<ij?s ^TTOI ^srTBf ?T5TO'tTTO '^t^TTOnTTF? ^'T^STTO? ^rf?^t?RTTR? SR?T? 

TO I <ftRll* I HTc 4? CTOT?TO 3t C^ ^ ' 

■?Ttv?s ?s^Rt C?TO Rto '^I^CTOiTT?!? TOKr TOWH ?W ?#t? 

gffCPfRRs ?^ tllWlf^C.?T“f=T 'il?* ?^®TCTO I 

?1 ^^ l C RT? * t? \r»(.? l’ »ICTO ^«!fTR ?TOn^ C^tfS" ^Ttf^ 

TO?ro51 

^s g T^t^i^ iii?R®r ( ?Tf^<Tijw ^ TOnBtm-^T'fTO csTfTOsrR 1^r*rciT i 

vg t C Pt ? TO«P^ TOfTOfT-'STTOf^rt ^'8^ ^T’TOf?* CSItTO^R TOTO 

<TOI ^ ^??TT? ^?!Snft ^-TOITR? ?TO TOs®T «fTO »1l^lC?3? 
WlRrC?^TO I TOTOWTO ^TTOT ?f?T? TTf^ 

5T«CC?lf^ 1 



'©‘lo 


^??nm—f^->i ^ 

I ^ 

R;C> 1 « b#<v^ vQ 

I (?pmt*0^ Wff^ ^is w ^- 

^w*fOT, ^ 2 W*r cm, cnt^ mm, c®mf^ ^it»fo^, ^®rt^8R ^s 
- 5 #, csnisrs! t^, ^T?i, ^n?Tm 

m, ^ t^, cm, (?f^, f^, ' 5 ?:’«rr‘m*iTm, 

^ c«?n:^ ^'str 

^rwii'H Sim w mc ^: 

t?n%t 'S TO ^ TOff^ ^ ^?TORTO CbTO, TfRTOWr*^ 

<3 ^r#fm ^tro c^p^tc^ i 2f^sf%? 

^r^R, ?sf^ Ttf ^-cwn-c*nf^ ’^fim 's to to® tos c^ 

TOR WfTOs ^^TO5I TO’^ncg? TOHRT lilWT ^Rt^fTO mcs TO I 

RTTO cmm ^TR TOT TOJ®t ^S SfTf!^ fTO^pT, (TOT 

'St»i<l*|f^ ^^f35f, ‘il’SR f% TO?R R'JSt ^ifud^P ‘®1^ I C’ff&T ®fTf®^ 

"^tj, 2 PT ^TOI TO'TW Pif?'fi C^'g, "^T^ 'Q 2 |<‘ 6 I'© 1 ^W WRT *^n 7 T 

^SPTO I TO^ RTTOTR ^ f^^R'troc^ ‘flt TOT^T (Rin 

^nf&r® %TO I TOsprrfr f%^RFi?i, ^ 'Jrttc^ 

TOTSf ^TO5R ■^RITOT -ST^TO <3 ’TTO'TTTO TO$^ TOTO I 

R^TOt’nro ^ TOC^ I cTOT (TFC^T "srSk ^ tototo 

TOR C'^WC^ TORR TOTO I 'srfTO-TOf^H-TO#^ -If 

^[CTOTO ^^ttoto m w %:^ c’^ wi toI^ i 

^ >3 ^griTO (R»rm ®F#t ^ffliri iro c’Tt:^ i ^ ‘iicro 

TOS (TOS TOT f^fCTO—1^TTO (RT?^ ^^TO TOTO TOR, TO TO 

TOT -“nl^T:® ^\UUS CSiyf^fil I TOf^ TORC«R f^TTO, TOTTO (TOT?s, 

^ ^^■W<T RTO TO TO m TOR TOR -SHlR TO^ ^ • 
TOR TOT (RTO, TO ^RTO (Rsf^T RJTO ' t?l'I%N TOR 

^ TOTOTR1^ TOI^TT fro^ (RTO^ TO® ""ftlTOR 2fT® 'snffR^^ tef RT 

TO^ I 





t jffw, ^imrft—c^- 

^sicgf^ f f%ft, >iif^fej<i, ^s?^fit^, —c^ T 

^TTOT ^ ^ ^ ^6^f>iv4) c^pmro 'src*^T 

(M^ *^I:^ I ■ron?^ ^nwr c^rrsn 

tc^c^ 1 ^ w ^?5rn?tc*r9 'sn vs c^twr? fro 

tCTO I 2fU5J?sf& m 'iSU^ ^ 4C^C^ I 

^^IpT ^rtM??rrc*^ w's ^??rrcpfr*t? ^rrc® ^ 

c^ TO I % cTO^M ^ 'sn^ 

C^*^ vQ’T^f ^TC5 R>c*il^ ^C*f vi|<i|»u| 

<uf^ TO %TO I ^[frotrot c#ite ^ c^ 

i£r^ c^ I C’ffSt ^?.TO»t "TO vil^^sfSt ^5l1^ ^ '5f^^ 

I f^^cst I 

^^f^6rsRC3|^ Mt->iif^f^j<i-lf^'i)^ ^srmi, •■r^t^n:*?^ tm 

^ Mri ^mus ’f# ^ I ^5rm?rf ^f%f^ (7“«^C5^ 

’{■^[^■c^ vsji<vi>-<c<? ffsm I ^srfwf ^srfTOf^ "sr^ v£r%^jc^ 

^STC^ ’ftfl ^ I 

toU I 

^ i v n ; Ti^ 1^ c^ vs 1^ ^*0 to ^snwf ^ 

^ f CH ftgR ’ti:^ ^ i ^ ’fto^ cnf&t 

<t M^ i f^^ ci5wr <3 -srRto ?rt^^TTTO*m ^wn® 

^5(toa f(^ C5f'8¥l^ v£R^ to TO TO v£R?T %?TWt^ ^ 

i£J^ ?P^ I 

^ TO^TO TO '3 sm^ TOIL'S <p^ 

I toros^ 'Q'TO ^iwra 'Q^*^, fbf^«iTO ^ TOt^sto ^‘‘Ttf^, 

'Q^ TX*t 'Q 'Srl^fl «TOt I TO ^ CTO3 ^i^TO TOITI 
"sn^ I ^sititor— 

TOf W^ TO CTO'S C<lf^ TOW tol vi^tol 

^Sft^ I i88 l?#R >I#t, (CSItoK : ^S-vSJ^Oo)—v£l^ UTORI 

TOfPTC?! 2tf®f^ ^TWt C^^fC^ TO? br’St ^^<('3» ^Pic'i^ RPi^c^J 
^TOf TO!^ «TOTO TO ’ftl^ TO I 

vsTO ^i^TO ^ I "itoro^ 'SIT^ 

TOPTf ^ll l f^i^? l—C^’TO^ TO ^f^TO ^%TO C^^tolPf 

^5T#R:?f ( ^s (?rf^ ^I#f, TOTOt-iO, : CTO CTO 
vb"^) fto TO TO I 'SfTTO? TOITOT ^?TOTO ^TC^ TO i 



I c^ f^l^ ’SR«f 

W5?—■smrsRi crom to '?[’«r 'em ^ni%r i tot 

WTO I C^ e?T%^ W«f TO»^ — TO I 

fi^^TO WTO I C^ Irortirf^ TO W«t —3Ft^ TO® CT % TO?^ 

oi:?i TO^, ^ C5K^ €tTO^ fro CT wffro ^wm f^, 

^fi>^<(.W 1 'Q^ ^ WTO ’(f'TOCW TOP CTO, CWTCS^^ 

TOpT, '^ITO^ 1%^ ^isTfWTO TO TOP I TO WTO ^ I TO'f TO 

TOTO TOTO5 (TO I TOTCW TOTO TO i 

(?R ^ ^ tfirow ^-‘‘iftTO TOnW'Q TO I 



0«tvS 


c^n»mOT ^TTO t^fl®T 


^ 

(%i^%*ni?m) 

■^s»T^iw, vt c^^msrm t>Rm ^^«Tn:*TC»t c^ 

c^’h:^ mro TO 8tf%^rrc^ to? ^rf^ ttito ^<m<iwr 
^TO’tttc^ l^rro c^ 'TO^'T I to ?mt 

(3rrTO >5^ sjf^TO ^'Q ^ I 

^^f®Bl ^|(.e?j<i ^*rrf^^(.'m f^(.’*p|'49 f^f^q 1%f%^ <»f<?f <Tf%i3F5rf ■^yrsT 
•rtf^TO cs^ TO ^t^mrTO ^rrro to i 

>lfv|f^'^ ^ CTOS ^ TjTOtCS!? a(f^5f^f<c^ ®C>^C*tT TO^Pf^ 2fTO ^ 
^ I 

TO^st^if^n:^ ^??rr cTOf?r Ttf^ro sif^ to<^ toh 

^ I 

«Jt««tf^ f^ms CTO? TOK?T 

(TO<1%*^ TOCS5 ^srr^ TStitoc^ I 







f^f^*! _ 

TP^T^rnsnr f5lf|?n: ^ w#Wt% t^^?pwr 

■?p»RTO, «£if^—^r^r?>T'c*f srf^ ^rc=*fi^w ^siw 's^ 

C5RTOT?! ^ ^lft?n >8 ^WlfBvi) ^Jtl5lW^1 

‘ilt *t5OT ^ % I 

SlIcHPt^ 'iJ^v ’f®f'^lta<^ ^ CWtl5HCR?r 'blC4' 

’U^l Rwl'o TO I 

TO m’t ?sTO®t l^’dwirora TO ^ %f& ^rsmro siro c^t^sth 

I 

2fTO^ wtft TOKm TOc^ ^^mnrom ^iwttos ft^ Iro to i 
>rsi^ TOM CTO, ^srrc^ (M?t fro 
TOM CTO I 

sm^ TO'S ^ TOC^ <?!, TO CSffC^ mt^sTO^ TOTO2F 

^^sfro (MH ^'sf^ toto toc^ tototo wrtTOfc^ ^’Rt 
fro TOTOt^ ^ S3 ftro ^'s TO I 

TOT^^fro »£l^-<il®f-iil I S(TO C^ TORT 

^TFI< I Wt ftCTO TO® t^TO >|TO TO®T 'PaR^ I 

^®^TOTO TO TOTO ^sSTO TO-^tlkf ^<sS?nfTOf ftc& SrsT ^ntlRT Siler'S 
Bf^rc?i« ^ I 

TORI WM ^ TOTO ®TOS tel ^ M TOI^ ^ TOT^ ^^sTC^ 

'31wtteic^ I 

TOt^ TO ^ TOCTO ‘'if^aR TOI ai^tntCTO to I 

(TITO CTO TOfTTOTO ^CTOtJ aRsf^ ’arTOstef ^ I 

TO csi ^ft^tecTO MTO tero 

fiRlTO MMte ^ aiTOT TO C®^ ^l^^steCTO 

^sifroi? sMr to tototo ^sitew «t«M5rr tot tori wrf^ 

®t|s<lc'» TOSR I 

^sp^TOtro T[TO? w ^si^cTO <?r MTOs^rf^ tei wrto ’®tc® 
®^#tTOa TOfT<1T*TO (TOTOMn CTORTO ^[f^ 

Rfft^RTt "TOC^ I 






»i^iw< m Urn, ? 

—Rm^'H'-*! 'spr^TT-m^mn 

^ivicw^ cmi:^ ^ 

^5rf%%5 15^C^ I W ’t‘=f^ 

?F#sr| ^WTR bPliltC^ I 'Q ^ ^>eTrp5Tf^ 

CJi V3? Ii3<»riic<p ^otw^ ^£1^1 ^SRlfrop wnit^ ^ 'S 

Ttftwn:^ w^ ^ ^8 1^fw^ ’fizra 

^if^cvof^ei, ^ TO TOrt 1 TOf FRn 

TOs ■^pflrm:^ I TOf^rfro, TOrf^ ^ ^ 

2lf^t>V|i^ TO! (£ITO3I TOl ^ TO 

TO^:TO=T CT, *£11^™ CT ■2^TO, TO^ 

f^%c^ >i^ic>i'c*t i ^ 

c^sTO TO^33 i£i^ TOTO '5n:to 

Tl^ ’t'MiW sfTOlt ^m\ CT TOt*H "^TO, ^??TOf^ 
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NATIONAL AID BODY FOR BANGLADESH 
(From Our Spl. Representative) 

NEW DELHI, April 13.—A national committe with representatives 
from all sections of people has been formed with a view to giving 
assistance to Bangla Desh in cooperation as also in coordination with 
other bodies formed for the purpose and to create national and 
international compulsion for early recognition of the Government of the 
Independent Republic of Bangla Desh, it was announced by Prof. Samar 
Guha, M. P., today. 

His committee will soon arrange a national convention in Calcutta in 
support of Bangla Desh and make every possible effort for giving allout 
assistance to that liberation battle of Bangla Desh. The committee 
consists of the following; Honorary Chairman—Mr. M. C. Chagla; 
Working Chairman—Mr. Karpuri Thakur, Chief Minister, Bihar; 
Secretary—Prof. Samar Guha. Others are Smt. Bina Bhowmick, 
Pannalal Das Gupta, Jehangir Kabir, Krisna Kumar Shukla, Sushil 
Dhara, Prof. Dillip Chakravarty and Sardar Amjad Ali. 

All the Chief Ministers of the Eastern States, like, West Bengal, 
Orissa, Assam, Meghalaya, Tripura and Nagaland have been requested 
to become members /advisers of the committee. 

Addressing a Press conference here today, Prof. Samar Guha, M.P. 
convener-secretary. National Coordination Committee for Bangla Desh 
said, "the Governments of India and Russia should give immediate 
recognition to the Government of Bangla Desh and start intensive 
diplomatic campaign for giving early recognition to this Government by 
other world powers. China has shown its ugly teeth in supporting the 
military imperialists of Rawalpindi in their effort to brutally suppress the 
liberation struggle of Bangla Desh and showning Indian move to help 
Bangla Desh by mobilising 10 Division of its army along the Indian 
border. The Pakistan army has started its second phase of savage 
offensive to annihilate civilian population of Bangla Desh... channels to 
India before monsoon sets in. 






He also said that the UNO had turned to be a moribund organisation 
and he sovereign States of the world had lost their 'conscience'. 

Rajasthan to donate 10 lakhs 

JAIPUR, April 13.—The Rajasthan Cabinet today decided to 
contribute Rs. 10 lakhs towards Bangla Desh relief fund. 

This was announced by the Chief Minister, Mr. Mohanlal Sukhadia, 
in the Rajasthan Legislative Assembly today. The decision was loudly 
cheered by both sides of the House. 

Mr. Sukhadia added that the State Government would also donate a 
well-equipped mobile surgical unit. The cost of this unit would also be 
borne by the Government, he added. 

Mr. Sukhadia said, there was also a proposal that Ministers and 
members of the House should contribute one days salary every month 
for the relief of Bangla Desh Patriots as long as the fighting continued 

— (PTI). 
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INTELLIGENTSIA OF BENGAL SET UP SAHAYAK SAMITI 

A meeting of the Steering Committee of Sangrami Swadin Bangla 
Desh Sahayak Samiti (sponsored by the intelligentsia of Bengal) was 
held on Wednesday at the presidence of Dr. S. N. Sen, Vice-Chancellor, 
Calcutta University. It was presided over by Prof. Nirmal Bhattacharjee, 
the working President of the Samiti. 

The drafted appeal and the programme of works placed before the 
committee by the General Secretary of the Samiti was discussed and was 
unanimously accepted. The committee empowered Mr. Subrata 
Mukherjee, MLA, to act as a lission between the "Sangrami Swadin 
Bangla Desh Sahayak Samiti" and the "Committee for assistance to the 
freedom struggle in Bangla Desh" headed by Mr. Ajoy Kumar 
Mukherjee, Chief Minister. 

Dr. Sunil Kumar Chatterjee, Mr. Tara Shankar Bandhyopadya, Mr. 
Tushar Kanti Ghosh, Justice Sankar Prasad Mitra, Justice S. A. Masud, 
Dr. Salyendra Nath Sen, Dr. Roma Chowdhury, Mr. Asoke Kumar 
Sarkar, Mr. Sudhansu Kumar Basu, Sri Vivekananda Mukherjee, Mr. 
Sookama Kanti Ghosh, Mr. Manoj Bose, Mr. Prabodh Kumar Sanyal, 
Principal P. K. Bose, Dr. Prabir Vasu Mallick, Mr. Saibal Gupta, Prof. 
Nirmal Chandra Bhattacharjee and others in an appeal say : 

The indiscriminate massacre of unarmed civilian population 
including men, women and children brutalities perpetrated on women 
and other forms of cruelties directed against the freedom-loving people 
of "Bangla Desh" by the West Pakistani military junta have been fitting 
the pages of the daily Press and need no further elaboration. The people 
on this side of the border cannot be silent on lookers, when millions of 
Bengalees are being subjected to incredible oppression by the most 
despotic and inhuman tyranny in history. This crusade of the people of 
Bangla Desh is destined to continue long. It is, therefore, essential that 
the people of India should organise relief and otehr assistance for the 
benefit of the people of Bangla Desh in order that they might make a 
sustained effort to achieve the ideal they are fighting for. 

This effort will require a hand of selfless young volunteers who 
might be prepared to render any kind of service that may be called for. 





We would also appeal to the public in general and the manufacturers 
in particular to come forward with their contribution, either in cash or 
kind. The following articles are urgently needed at this moment for relief 
work, etc. Petrol and Mobil oil in tins, Cycle tyres and tubes, torch and 
batteries, water bottles, rubber shoes, matches, milk poweder, salt, 
mustar oil, kerosine etc. Amongest medicines following items are 
urgently necessary. T.A.B.C. injection Vaccines all types of medicines 
necessary for First Aid. 

We would appeal to all to send their contribution in cash or in kind 
to Mr. Santosh Kumar Ghosh, Treasurer (107/C, Ashutosh Mukherjee 
Road, Calcutta-25, Phone : 47-402031 between 8-30 a.m. and 10-30 
a.m), Sangrami Swadin Bangla Desh Sahayak Samiti. 

For volunteer enrolment please contact Mr. Benoy Sarkar, General 
Secretary "Sangrami Swandin Bangla Desh Sahayak Samiti" (lA 
College Row, Calcutta-8, Phone : 34-7311) between 8 p.m. and 9 p.m. 
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CALCUTTA SIKHS CONDEMN PAK ATROCITIES 

The Sikhs of Calcutta on Wednesday sympathised with the people of 
Bangladesh in the struggle for the attainment of their democratic rights., 
reports PTI. 

In a resolution adopted at a large congregation at Gurudwara Jagat 
Sudhar to mark the 273rd anniversary of the Khalsa Panth, the Sikhs 
condemned in no uncertain terms the atrocities of Pakistani army on 
unarmed and innocent men, women and children, destruction of their 
educational and religious institutions and industrial undertakings and the 
killing of the intellectuals of the Bangladesh in its bid to suppress their 
rightful aspirations. 

The congregation appealed to all the Sikhs to extend whatever help 
they could through authorised bodies for the suffering humanity in 
Bangladesh. 

Sardar Meher Singh Garib, President, Sri Guru Singh Sabha, 
presented, on behalf of the Calcutta Sikhs, a cheque of Rs. 5,100 to Mr. 
Ajoy Kumar Mukherjee, West Bengal Chief Minister in aid of the 
Bangladesh people. 

Signature Campaign 

The Explorers' Club of India has organised a mass signature 
campaign in support of its demend for immediate recognition of 
Bangladesh, reports UNI. 

The campaign was inaugurated on Wednesday by noted artist Jamini 
Roy who signed the petition to be presented to the Prime Minister of 
India and the UN Secretary General. 

The club members fanned out to different parts of the city with 
copies of the petition. The campaign will be carried out throughout the 
State. 
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Appeal to small industrialists for Bangladesh fund 

(By A Staff reporter) 

The Federation of Associations of Small Industries of India has 
called upon all small industrialists of West Bengal to contribute to the 
fund which has been floated by the association to help the fighting 
people of Bangladesh whose sufferings knew no bounds. 

The Regional Secretary in an appeal has requested the industrialists 
to contribute for this purpose liberally and send in their donations to the 
Estern Regional Office at P-31, C.I.T. Road Calcutta-14 

The Ramakrishna Birthday Celebrations Committee of Bhadreswar 
Saradapalli in Hooghly District has contributed Rs. 100 to Ramakrishna 
Mission funds for the purpose of rendering help and assistance to the 
suffereing people of Bangladesh. 

The Ananda Marga Relief Secretary announced on Wednesday that 
several relief camps for distribution of cooked meals to the suffering 
people of Bangladesh. These camps are operating the West Bengal 
border at Haridaspur Taki, Cede in West Bengal and Belonia, Khowai, 
Agartala in Tripura State and at Dinhata in Coochbehar. Two more 
centres are being opened at Hilly and Manik Chak at Goalpara in Assam. 

The Calcutta Motor Dealers Association has raised a sum of Rs. 
10,000 which was handed over to Chief Minister and the Deputy Chief 
Minister by delegation of the association which met them at Writers 
Building on April 8. 

The sum has been handed over for the purpose of rendering relief to 
the suffering people of Bangladesh. 
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PAK BOMBING ON MOSQUES UN-ISLAMIC 

Mulsim leaders of West Bengal on Friday condemned the bombing 
by Pakistani Airforce planes on religious places and mosques and on the 
innocent people of Bangladesh as barbarous and un-Islamic. 

Speaking at the West Bengal Mutwallis conference organised by the 
All-India Maulana Azad Social Welfare Mission in Calcutta, the leaders 
congratulated the new Bangladesh Government and extended their full 
support and sympathy to the struggling Mukti Fouz. 

They demanded of the military rulers of Pakistan to stop genocide 
and recognise the Bangladesh Government and appealed to the 
democratic countries of the world for the same. 

The leaders strongly condemned China's open support to Pakistan 
Which they said would jeopardise world peace. They also described as 
'baseless, malicious and provocative propaganda' the Pakistani allegation 
that Indians were infiltrating into Bangladesh. 
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INTELLECTUALS URGE RELIEF FOR BANGLA PEOPLE 

(By Staff Reporter) 

Thirteen prominent intellectuals of West Bengal in an appeal urged 
the people of India to organise relief and other assistance for the benefit 
of the people of Bangladesh to help them achieve the ideal they are 
fighting for. 

The signatories to this appeal were Messrs Tara Sankar 
Bandhyopadhyay, Tushar Kanti Ghosh, Vivekanada Mukherjee, Monoj 
Bose, Prabodh Kumar Sanyal, Saibal Gupta, Nirmal Chandra 
Bhattecharjee, Principal P. K. Bose, Dr. Prabir Vasu Mallick, Dr. 
Satyendra Nath Sen, Mr. Justice Sankar Prasad Mitra. Mr. Justice S. A. 
Masud and Dr. Roma Chowdhury. 

In the appeal they stated that brutalities perpetrated by the West 
Pakistan Military Junta against the freedom loving people of Bangladesh 
needed no further elaboration. The people on this side of the border 
could not be silent on lookers, when million of Bangalees were being 
subjected to incredible oppression by the most despotic and inhuman 
tyranny in history. The prusade of the people of Bangladesh is destined 
to continue long. 

An appeal was made to the public in general and the manufacturers 
in particular to come forward with their contribution, either in cash or in 
kind. The following articles were urgently needed at this moment for 
relief work—Petrol and mobil oil in tins, cycle, tyres and tubles, torch 
and batteries, water bottles, rubber shoes, matches, milk powder, salt, 
mustard oil and kerosence, T.A.B.C. injectules, vaccines and all types of 
medicine, necessary for first aid. 

The donations in cash or kind could be sent to Mr. Santosh Ghosh., 
Treasurer (107/C), A. M. Road, Calcutta-25, Phone 47-4020), Sangrami 
Sawdin Bangla Desh Sahayak Samiti. For volunteer enrolment Mr. B 
Sircar, Secretary, Sangrami Swadin Bangladesh Sahayak Samiti (lA, 
College Row, Calcutta-9, Phone 34-7211) between 6 p, m. and 9. p. m. 
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MUSLIM INTELLECTUALS CALL FOR RECOGNITION 

(From Our Delhi Office) 

APRIL 18 — Muslim intellectuals here tody called on the 
Government of India to give recognition to Bangladesh and to persuade 
other Governments in the world to do the same. 

The meeting held at the Jamia Rural Institute in Okhla, was also 
attended by the Soviet Second Secretary, Mr. Boris Romanov who 
occupied a front seat and sat right through the symposium on the 
liberation movement in Bangladesh Dr. S. Abid Husain Presided. 

Speaking on the occasion Dr. K. G. Saiyadain, former Education 
Secretary, said that what was happening in East Bengal was not a fight 
between two sections of Muslims or between Punjabis and Bangalis, but 
plain and simple genocide. It was the duty of every decent human being 
to protest against this, he asserted. 

Mrs. Saleha Abid Hussain, a well-known Urdu writer, said that she 
was a most tongue-tied by the barbaric events in East Bangal. She often 
heard Muslims say that a separate Muslim State was essential to fight 
against Hindu domination but the creation of Pakistan had not solved the 
problem, she added. 

According to our Special Representative, West Bengal's Minister for 
Food, Mr. Kashi Kanta Moitra, declared here today that the "time had 
now come" for recognition of the Bangladesh Government and that, if 
there was delay "the situation (of security) in West Bengal might be 
aggravated" 

The Government of the "Democratic Republic of Bangladesh" he 
said now met the "legal tests" required for recognition. These tests he 
listed as population, territory. Government or organization and 
sovereignty, both external and internal. 

Mr. Moitra said that Bangladesh refugees in West Bengal were being 
given a grain ration of 400 grammes per adult and 200 grammes per 
child per week (in rice, since cooking anything else in camps would be 
difficult) against 928 grammes per week received by others in the 
statutorily rationed areas in the State. He urged the Centre to help West 
Bengal sink tubewells operate mobile hospitals and build shelters for 
refugees in border areas. 
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Mr. N. C. Chatterjee, president of the All-India Civil Liberties 
Council and a former M. P., in a statement, thanked the U. S. 
Ambassador in India Mr. Kenneth Keating, for his bold and forthright 
statement that what was happening in East Bengal was the concern of 
the international community and could not be treated an strictly as 
"internal affair" of Pakistan. He added that it showed that the world "is 
not bankrupt of decency and morality." 

UNI adds :—The CPI (M) leader, Mr. Jyoti Basu, warned the Centre 
today that if it did not recognize Bangladesh immediately and provide all 
material assistance to Sheikh Mujibur Rahman, including arms. West 
Bengal might face serious consequences. 
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CALCUTTA MUSLIMS CONDEMN PAK ARMY ACTION 

(By a Staff Reporter) 

At a meeting of Muslim citizens in Calcutta on Friday, a resolution 
was adopted condemning the brutal attacks on the people of Bangladesh 
by the West Pakistani Army and urged the Government of India to 
recognize the Bangladesh Government. It was also stated that India 
should take up the question of genocide in Bangladesh at the U. N. Mr. 
Ghulam Mohiuddin, M L A. presided and among the speakers were Mr. 
A. K. M. Ishaque, M. P. and Mr. Amzad AH. 

Anjumane Moha Sinia of Hooghly took out a procession of Bengali 
Muslims to the Bangladesh Mission at Circus Avenue, where they met 
Mr. Hossain Ali and Pledged their support. The Explorers Club, which 
runs a camp near the Mission, gave a warm reception to the delegation. 

Mr. Mihir Sen, chairman of the club who addressed the gathering, 
called upon Bangali Muslims, to come out unequivocally in support of 
the people of Bangladesh. He also appealed to wealthy Muslims to open 
and operate a few camps to feed and shelter some of the refugees who 
have come to We.st Bengal. 

The Bharatiya Mazdoor Sangh has urged the international labour 
organization to condemn the brutal attack by the Pakistani "colonialists" 
on the people of Bangladesh. The National Coordination Committee for 
Bangladesh in a statement, said that short term training courses in First 
Aid Are being held at Netaji Bhavan in Elgin Road, Calcutta, from 6 
p.m. to 8 p. m. 

UNI and PTI add; CPI leaders Mr. N. K. Krishnan and Mr. Romesh 
Chandra will go to Muscow early next month to mobilize public opinion 
there in favour of Bangladesh. This was stated by Mr. Rajeshwara Rao, 
the party's general secretary, at a Press conference in New Delhi on 
Friday. 

Meanwhile the National Council of the party at its meeting 
demanded recognition of the provisional Government of Bangladesh by 
Government of India and extended "full support" to the people's 
liberation struggle against the military regime of Yahya Khan. 



\Dc9^ 

The president of the West Bengal Jana Sangha Mr. Haripads Bharati 
demanded that India should not only recognise Bangladesh at an 
independent sovereign republic but should also ask Pakistan for a "chunk 
of land" along the eastern border for lodging the refugees who were 
pouring into India from Bangladesh every day in large numbers. 

The Assam Legislative Assembly unanimously adopted a resolution 
appealing to the people of the State to maintain peace and harmony 
among all sections of people "in this critical hour of grave importance". 
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Vinoba Says 

DEMOCRACY AND MILITARISM ARE INCOMPATIBLE 

A group of sarvodaya workers led by Shri Devendra Kumar Gupta met 
Vinobaji on April 4 at his ashram in Paunar and discussed Bangla Desh situation. 
A freerendering of the discussion by Prabhash Joshi is given below : 

Vinoba : The All-India Radio has broadcast this morning a message 
of sympathy by the Soviet President. I am happy at this What are Sheikh 
Abdullah and Khan Abdul Ghaffar Khan doing ? Have they said 
anything ? 

DKG: No. 

Vinoba : Why are they silent ? They should oppose the genocide in 
Bangla Desh on humanitarian grounds alone. Where is Gaffar Khan ? 

DKG : Perhaps he does not like the disintegration of Pakistan. 

Vinoba ; Mujib was the leader of Bangla Desh. They (the milita had 
indulged in a show of talks with him and then launched an all-ory 
rulers). They are also using bombs. And when bombs are dropped, they 
kill A bomb does not discriminate between Hindus and Muslims , men 
ut attack, old and young. What is going in Bangla Desh is total 
destruction. If they were determined to impose their will on the people 
of Bangla Desh by terrorising them, why did they stage that drama of 
democracy ? 

DKG : People say India has also deployed army in West Bengal. 

Vinoba : So what ? Is the Indian army indulging in genocide ? In 
West Bengal the need is to protect the borders. I have called it a 
'bottleneck.' If India maintains an army, then it is necessary to deploy it 
on the borders. 

Pakistan too had posted army in East Bengal. But they wanted to 
terrorise the people. That is why they brought tanks, bombers and other 
weapons for an all-out war. 

DKG ; But then this sort of genocide went on for more than a year 
in Biafra and no one could stop it. 

Vinoba : England did raise her voice against it. Even here Soviet 
President has come out with a statement on purely humanitarian 
grounds. But America has termed it an internal affair of Pakistan. This is 
the measure of US wisdom. 




There had been systematic repression and exploitation of the people 
of East Bengal by West Pakistan. The majority of the people lived in 
East Bengal but they were not fairly represented in the army and 
administrative services of Pakistan. The army and the administrative 
services had an overwhelming majority from West Pakistan. The benefits 
of development have by and large gone to West Pakistan. East Bengal 
remained poor and even today they are the poorest people in the entire 
subcontinent. In the elections, Mujib's Awami League got 98 per cent of 
votes and won a majority in the National Assembly of Pakistan. But they 
were deceived and denied a democratic rule. 

When Ghaffar Khan came here, I asked him: Pakhtoonistan is being 
suppressed by the military regime. Do you want India to raise this issue 
at the UN ? He replied, "It will be untimely. Democracy is coming to 
Pakistan and we will see what we can do ourselves". He had absolute 
faith in the restoration of democracy. Now that democracy has been 
buried in East Bangal, why is he keeping mum ? 

DKG : But how can we force the aggressor to sit across the table to 
seek a peaceful solution ? 

Vinoba : Moral pressure will work. You must mobilise world 
opinion to bring pressure on the military regime of West Pakistan. 

DKG : Can the two wings of Pakistan remain together now ? 

Vinoba : This would happen only when the ABC Triangle comes 
into being (ABC Triangle is Vinoba's idea of a confederation 
constituting the triangle of Afganistan, Burma and Ceylon with the sub- 
continent of India and Pakistan) But today even an Indo-pak 
confederation is not possible. The wars of 48 and '65 have blinded the 
people to think along these lines. 

If there is any wisdom left in Bangla Desh, they will never remain 
with West Pakistan after what they have suffered at the hands of the 
military regime. Moreover, there are no common factors between the 
two wings. Islam has failed to weld them together. Entire Europe is 
Christian, but Christianity has not united them into a nation Religion is 
outdated now. Hunger is the main issue. Who is hungry ? Of course, 
Bangladesh, and hungry people have no religion. 

DKG : Should we call an Asian conference to mobilise world 
opinion ? 

Vinoba : Yes, this can be done. And it will be easier to organise it. 

During my walking tours all over the country, I was in East Bengal 
for 18 days. I saw that people of Bangladesh are very proud of their 
language. They used to say that the Bengali spoken in Calcutta is not 



pure Bangali. Their Bangali is pure 'gold'. And their Bengali has more 
Sanskrit words than any Indian language. Malayalam, among Indian 
languages, has the highest number of Sanskrit words but the Bengali of 
East Bengal has a still higher number of Sanskrit words. 

I used to ask them; "Who are responsible for making the Bangla 
mind ?" And they always gave four names : Buddha, Mohammed, 
Chaitanya and Tagore. These are the four great personalities who have 
shaped the Bangla mind. They have adopted Tagore's song Amar Sonar 
Bangla Desk as their national anthem. They love Tagore's poetry so 
much. But the rulers of Pakistan had banned Togore's poetry on their 
radio. 

DKG : There is fear in people's mind that East Bengal may secede 
and become independent. 

Vinoba : We must not worry about it. Mujib never wanted an 
independent Bangladesh. All that he wanted was autonomy. But the 
military rulers denied him this by merely staging the drama of 
democracy and then burying it under the military boots. So Mujib was 
forced to declare independence. 

DKG: Should we appeal to the Government of India to recognise 
Bangladesh ? 

Vinoba : We are experts in giving impractical suggestions 
(laughter). I too have a suggestion. It is that India should disband her 
army. The democracy which relies on its army is not a true democracy. 
This has been proved in Bangladesh. Setting this example before the 
world, India should decla^ that to protect our democracy we are 
disbanding our army. This will bring a tremendous moral pressure not 
only on Pakistan but on all the nations of the world. If you disband your 
army nobody will dare attack you. And even if somesone attacks you, 
the world powers won't let it happen. 

DKG ; But then how would we protect our people ? 

Binoba : The people are already very well protected because no one 
is really depending on the army (laughter). The suggestion to disband the 
army is not as impractical as it sounds. What is impossible in normal 
times but it can be done in times of crisis. Your Government has a two 
thirds majority now and they are in a position to do it. If you do it, it will 
have a tremendous impact on the world. 

DKG : What can we do immediately ? 

Vinoba : You should mobilise public opinion not only in India but 
also in other countries. You can tell the people of America that the arms 
given by their Government are being used in East Bengal for 





perpetrating genocide, iney can bring pressure on their Government and 
their Government in turn can persuade Pakistan to stop killing innocent 
and freedom loving people. You can persuade other countries, especially 
our neighbours, not to co-operate with Pakistan in the massacre of 
Bangladesh people. Your can ask your own Government to take up this 
issue at the UN. 

In India, you can organise all Party meetings all over the country to 
mobilise public opinion. You can collect funds for relief work. You can 
send medical teams to the borders. 

DKG : How can the people of Bangladesh resist the army 
nonviolently ? 

Vinoba : Under Mujib's leadership the people of Bangladesh have 
given an excellent example of complete non-cooperation. But they have 
not shown the powers of nonviolence. Indeed, no country has done it. 
There are many examples of non-cooperation in the world. And even in 
India the power of nonviolence has not been used. I was hoping that 
Mujib might generate it. But he was deceived and the military has 
crushed any hopes by its all-out attack. 
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BHARAT-BANGLA DESH FRIENDSHIP SOCIETY 
The birth of a new nation should be congratulated by all countries. 

Formerly the name of our Organisation was Indo-Pak. Friendship 
Society. After the birth of "Bangladesh" as free and sovereign country 
under the able leadership of Sheikh Mujibur Rahman, we have changed 
the name of our Organisation as "Bharat Bangladesh Friendship 
Society". Formerly Jonab A. K. Fazlul Huq congratulated this 
organisation. Main aim of our organisation was at that time to promote 
cultural affinity between the two countries 

Since the dark night of March 25, blood lust of the West Pakistani 
Military is continuing. Bangladesh has been oppressed and exploited for 
last 24 years by the handful of Punjabi and Sindhi industrial families. 
Now the country is being bled on a scale unknown in History. 

Sheikh Mujibur Rahman is a historical leader. He has proved his 
unprecedented popularity in last election. His party Awami league has 
got absolute majority both in State Assembly and in Central Parliament. 
But instead of transfer of power to Awami League blund soldier Yahya 
Khan has ordered mass massacres in East Bengal. The West Pakistani 
have mobilised in "Bangladesh" all modern weapons of destruction 
which they collected from foreign countries. Fascist dictator Yahya Khan 
has got Zulfikar Ali Bhutta as Chief Adviser for butchery. 10 lakhs 
Bengalees have been butchered including women, children, old people, 
villagers, day labourers, kisans. Hindu community is main aim of 
butchery. Professors, Lawyers, Medical practitioners. Writers and other 
intelligentia are also to be finished. But Mukti Fouz is determined to 
win within monsoon period. The entire country is in revolt. Though 
armed with primitive weapons like lathis, spears and small quantities of 
arms collected from over powered West Pakistani forces they have 
strong moral as they are fighting for Democracy and Freedom. 

On behalf of our organisation we place the following demands : 

(i) Immediate recognition of Bangladesh by all civilised countries. 
Countries believing in civilization, freedom and democracy should 
come forward. 

(ii) International Red Cross must be send to Bangladesh. Refusal of 
the same by Islamabad shows gravity of the situation. U. N. O. 
should not remain silent. 






(iii) GENOCIDE in Bangladesh must end immediately and West 
Pakistan forces must be withdrawn without any delay. 

(iv) The association congratulates Soviet Union and Yugoslav Govt, 
for the bold statement and requests to adopt further step. The 
association condemns the attitude of Peking the self proclaimed 
champion of the oppressed and exploited nations which is now 
backing Islamabad. 

(v) Western countries, who are also champion of democracy should 
come forward to recognise Bangladesh and to stop planned 
butchery of civilian population. U. S. A. U. K. Japan, Germany 
and France have got special responsibilities to stop GENOCIDE. 

(vi) Afro-Asian countries, specially non-alligned countries should also 
play their definite role. India, Yugoslav and United Arab Republic 
always stand by the oppressed people—Afro-Asian countries 
should meet in a conference immediately. 

(vii) This New Nation also needs medical relief and other help for its 
re-organisation. The question remains if butchery continues on 
unarmed people what is the need of U. N. O. ? 

(viii) Pakhtoon leader Badsa Khan should also come forward. One crore 
Frontier people and Beluchistan pathans cannot witness these 
horrible catastrophy. 

(ix) Mukti Fouz have proved the futility of two Nation theory. It is 
evident from the fact that Muslim countries of Middle East have 
got separate identity. On humanitarian aspect civilised countries of 
the world are bound to be get involved. They mst recognise 
"Bangladesh" as free and Sovereign country. 

(x) Uncivilised Pakistan should be expelled from U.N.O. 

DHIREN BHOWMICk 
Secretary, 

Bharat Bangla Desk Friendship 
Society. 
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APPEAL 

To the Conscience of the World on the Agony of Bangladesh 

From 

Indian Thinkers and Writers 


H C5I, 


DEEPLY moved and shocked by the 
harrowing accounts coming from across the 
border, we raise our voice in anguish to 
express our sense of outrage at the crimes 
committed by a military junta against the 
defenceless people of East Bengal. 


In the name of safeguarding the integrity of 
the State, the democratically elected majority 
has been outlawed by the fiat of a military 
dictatorship. But behind this cloak of legal and 
political casuistry lie the dead and the maimed 
in their thousands; not only the hereoic 
freedom fighters of East Bengal but entire 
civilian population innocent women and 
children. University teachers and students, 
whose only crime was their disire to be equal 
partners in a free, democratic nation. It is our 
profound belief that the sacrifices they are 
making and the suffering that they endue will 
not be in vain. 


S. NURUL HASAN 

Member of Parliament; 
Director Centre of advance 
Studies in History, Aligarh 
Muslim University and 
some time visiting Fellow, 
All Soul's College, Oxford. 

ABDUL ALLEM 
Vice-Chancellor, 

Aligarh Muslim University. 

S. MAQBOOL AHMAD 

Director' Centre of West 
Asian Studies, Aligarh 
Muslim University. 

RAIS AHMED 

Head of the Department of 

Physics, Aligarh Muslim 

University. 


Even in this age when conscience of 
mankind has been muted by the collapse of 
moral values, there are still countless men and 
women throughout the world cherish values 
that have ennobled man. We urge them to hear 
the strangled cry of the people of East Bengal. 


S. A. H. ABIDI; 

Professor of Persian, Uni¬ 
versity of Delhi. 

Dr. S. HUSAIN ZAHEER 
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In the name ot numamty, we appeal to them to 
join us in mobilising world opinion to compel 
the military rulers of West Pakistan to end this 
insensate carange and respect the democratic 
rights of the people. 


Former Director-General, 
Council of Scientific and 
Industrial Research in 
India, and Member of the 
Executive Committe, 
World Federation of 
Scientific Workers. 


E. ALKAZI V. K. R. V. RAO 

Drector, National School of Drama, and .Asian Former Union Minister of 
Theatre Institute. Education, and former 

Vice-Chancellor, Univer¬ 
sity of Delhi. 


DR. WAHEEDUDDIN KHAN 
Professor of Philosophy, 
University of Delhi. 

Dr. K. G. SAIYIDAIN 
Former Education Secretary. 

FRANK MORAES 

Editor in Chief, Indian Express. 


SARQUE CHOWDHURY 

Professor, School of Social 
Sciences, Jawaharlal Nehru 
University, New Delhi. 

DR. ROMILATHAPAR 

Professor, Jawaharlal 
Nehru University, New 
Delhi. 

A. M. KHUSRO 

Director, Institute of 
Economic Growth, Delhi. 


K. P. S. MENON SUKHMAICHAKRAVARTY 

Former Foreign Secretary, and Chairman, Professor of Economics, 
Indo-Soviet Cultural Society. University of Delhi. 


DR. D. S. KOTHARI P- GAJENDRAGADKAR 

Chairman, University Grants Commission, Vic®‘Chancellor, Bombay 

and Honorary Professor of Physics, University 

of Delhi Chief Justice of India. 
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DR. SARUP SINGH 
Vice-Chancellor, Delhi University. 


DR. SUNITI KUMAR 
CHATTERJI 

National Professor of 
Humanities. 


MR. MOHAMED ALICURRIM CHAGLA. DR. S. GOPAL 

Former Union Minister of Education and Head of the Centre of 
former Minister for External Affaris. Historical Studies, Jawahar- 

lal Nehru University. New 
Delhi, and Reader in South 
Asian Studies, Oxford 
University. 


MR. MOHAMED HINDAYATULLAH DR. RAJINIKOTHARI 

Former Chief Justice of India. Director, Centre for Deve¬ 

loping Societies, Delhi. 


PROF. M. MUJIB MR. G PARTHASARATHI 

Vice Chancellor, lamia Milia Isiamia, New Vice-Chancellor, Jawahar- 
Delhi. lal Nehru Univer-sity, New 

Delhi, and and Former 
Permanent Representative 
of India at the United 
Nations. 


MR. BADR-UD-DIN TYABJI MR. RAJKAPOOR 

Former Vice-Chancellor, Aligarh Muslim Film Director, Bombay. 
University, and former Secretary, Ministry of 
External Affairs. 


PROF. RASHIUDDIN KHAN 


PROF. NIHAR RANJAN RAY 


Member of Parliament, 

Head of the Centre of Political Development, 
Jawaharlal Nehru University, New Delhi. 


Former Director, Indian 
Institute of Advance 
Studies, Simla Retired 
Professor of History of Art, 
Calcutta University. 



MR. M. F. HUSSAIN 
Artist, New Delhi. 
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PROF G. P. TALWAR 

Professor of Bio-Che¬ 
mistry, All India Institute 
of Medical Science New 
Delhi. 


DR. ANDRE BATEILLE DR. TARA CHAND 

Reader in Sociology, University of Delhi. Former Education Secre 


DR. S. N. BOSE 
National Professor of Physics. 


tary, former Vice-Chan¬ 
cellor, Allahabad Univer¬ 
sity, and former Amba¬ 
ssador of India to Iran. 

DR. MULK RAJ ANAND 
Writer. 


DR. DEBI PRASAD CHATTOPADHYAYA MR. V. V. JOHAN 

Member of Parliament. Vice-Chancellor, Joodpur 

University. 


PROF TAPAN RAY CHAUDHURY, VENKATRAMANI 

Professor of Economics and History, Dean School of Inter- 
University of Delhi. national Studies Jawaharlal 

Nehru University, New 
Delhi. 


PROF S. C. DUBEY 

Head of the Department of Social Anthro¬ 
pology, University of Sagar. 


MR. DEBI PRASAD 
CATTOPADHYA, 

Author and Philosopher. 


DR. V. R DUTT 

Pro-Vice Chancellor, and Professor of Chinese 
Studies, Delhi University. 


MR. SUBHAS MUKHO- 
PADHYA 

Author. 
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Political Forum 

BANGLA DESK : PROBLEMS OF RECOGNITION 
BY B. L. SHARMA 

For more than a month the armed forces of Pakistan have been 
literally running amok in Bangla Desh. They have shot men, bayonetted 
women and children, set fire to homes and hamlets. 

Inhabited areas have been sttaffed by milit<iry planes and shelled by 
artillery and gunboats. No one knows the number of casualties which 
according to some estimates run into several hundred thousand. 

Shocking as the massacre has been—and continues to be—not a 
single Government, except India, has thought it fit to condemn it. Some 
of the countries like Britain have dismissed it as a domestic concern of 
Pakistan. Peking has gone still further and offered its full support to 
Islamabad. True, Podgorny sent a rather strong letter to Yahya Khan but 
the results were negative. And yet world public opinion, far ahead of 
Governments, has not hesitated to charge Pakistan with committing a 
planned genocide, intended to destory the leadership and economy of 
Bangla Desh and break the spirit of its people. 

In the circumstances, is there nothing that the Government of India 
can do to close the chapter of horror and bloodshed across our border ? It 
has been suggested that India should intervene in Bangla Desh in some 
form or another. 

Thus one proposal is that India should recognise the Government of 
Bangla Desh. Unfortunately International law on the subject of 
recognition is in a state of chaos. Not only has a distinction been made 
between recognising a State and recognising a government—for 
example in Bangla Desh both forms of recognition are involved—a 
State need not be recognised dejure and yet billateral agreements could 
be signed wth it as trade agreement have been signed between East 
Germany and India. Much less recognition is necessary for participation 
in multi-State conferences. 

Conditions 

Many conditions have been suggested by international jurists for 
recognising a State. These include possession of territory and an 
independent government in control of economic, technical and military 
resources, exercising authority over people living in its territory. In 
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contrast, a Government before it is recognised must not only be in 
effective control of the territory and its population but must also be 
stable enough to last, so that it can enter into international obligations 
and be held responsible for their fulfilment. 

In practice, some of the major powers have ignored these 
considerations. Thus the United States recognised Israel as a State as 
soon as Israel proclaimed her independence. Similarly when President 
Kasavubu handed over government to General Mobutu, France and 
Belgium promptly recognised the General's 


The writer, a former Principal Information Officer of the 
Government of India, and later Officer on Special Duty in the Ministry 
of External Affairs, discusses the problems that might arise if India were 
to recognise Bangla Desh as an independent nation. 


Government. In both cases the reasons were political, not legal. The 
US representative described the recognition of Israel as a "highly 
political act of recognition". In the Congo, France and Belgium were 
protecting their economic interests which generally under line political 
policy. 

Indian recognition of Bangla Desh will thus have to be a political 
decision. 

Assuming such a step is taken, certain consequences may follow 
immediately. 

India and Pakistan may find themselves at war with unforseeable 
consequences, including economic ruination which might prove to be 
catastrophic. Even if, for some reason, hostilities do not break out 
between the two countries, India may find it difficult to refuse supply of 
arms to Bangla Desh, as the USA finds it necessary to arm Israel, Sooner 
or later this is likely to lead to an armed conflict. 

Also this would give Pakistan exactly what she is looking for, 
namely an opportunity to bring up the matter in the Security Council 
where not only Bangla Desh, but also the Kashmir issue will be ripped 
open. India has had enough experience of the Security Council and it 
would be vain to expect any support from majority members of the 
Council. Thus once again India will be left high and dry, without 
rendering any substantial assistance to Bangla Desh. 

It has also been suggested that India should take the lead in raising 
the matter in the Security Council or in the General Assembly. With the 
exception of the Soviet Union how many member countries of the 
United Nations have raised their voice in support of the helpless people 
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of Bangla Desh ? The plain fact is that Governments are not moved so 
much by humanitarian considerations as by national interets. 

Muslim States are presumably loathe to see a Muslim country 
Pakistan weaken forgetting that an additional muslim State would come 
into being. Some of the super-powers are worried about military balance 
of power being upset in this area and would not be happy to see Pakistan 
weakened vis-a-vis India. A number of States suffer from nightmares of 
secessionist movements in their own territories and are therefore 
disinclined to support a secessionist movement elsewhere. They forget 
that in Bangla Desh it is not a minority which is seeking independence 
but a majority of the population which has already expressed its will in a 
free general election. 

Obviously none of these proposals is sound. And yet as the Prime 
Minister has put it we cannot be silent spectators of the atrocities that 
Pakistan troops are committing daily in Bangla Desh. There is only one 
way in which India can render service to Bangla Desh and bring the 
matter to a head without getting involved in recognition or a war with 
Pakistan. 

A New Threat 

Already nearly a million refugees have poured into India. This is 
posing a new threat to our economy and administration. The party at the 
Centre has been returned to power by the electorate on the basis of 
programme the objective of which is to eradicate poverty. The mounting 
relief operations along the Indo-Pakistan border in the East are eating 
away our resources which are badly needed for economic development. 
We should not forget that our own people need mobile hospitals kitchen 
for the poor clothes for the naked houses for the homeless hope for the 
hopeless. 

The time has come for India to take up in a big way the matter of 
relief in all the major capitals of the world as well as with all the 
international relief organisations—FAO, WHO International Red Cross, 
UNESCO, CARE and so many others. What prevents super-powers and 
major powers as well as so-called Afro-Asian countries from making 
liberal donations for use by independent international bodies or by a 
body set up by themselves specially for the purpose ? 

Relief operations do not involve teasing legal and political issues. If 
hundreds of housands of damaged lives are to be repaired surely the 
world cannot cast the entire burden of India and wash its hands of the 
whole business. Why do we not gear up our whole information and 
diplomatic machinery to meet the challenge ? —INFA 
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P. M. MEETS OPPOSITIONS LEADERS 
NO EARLY RECOGNITION OF BANGLADESH: 

NEW DELHI, May 7—At an onschedule meeting this evening the 
Union Cabinet considered the situation arising out of the near- 
unanimous Opposition demand for immediate recognition of 
Bangladesh. The discussion was detailed and frank, and at least some 
members are believed to have favoured recognition. But no new decision 
was taken. 

By implication the government's stand—against immedicate 
recognition—stays. 

The Government has noted the new Pakistani propaganda line that 
the 15 million refugees who came from East Bengal are Indian 
infiltrator who have been driven back to their country. 

Earlier, despite Opposition pressure, the Government stock to the 
cautious line on Bangladesh—it will not recognise the freedom-fighters 
Government immediately but will prefer to "wait and watch the 
developments" 

This was clear from Mrs Gandhi's remarks at a three-hour 
conference with Opposition leaders today, called to acquaint them with 
the latest development and the Centres thinking on the subject. The 
Prime Minister denied the charge that the Governments stand was "bom 
out of weakness" or that it was influenced by Pakistan's war threats or by 
fears of a confrontation with China. "There are more weighty reasons for 
It", she said, but did not elaborate. 

India, Mrs. Gandhi told the conference, bad sounded several friendly 
Goverments on the recognition issue but none favoured immediate 
action. This she implied bad influenced the Governments thinking. 

The Soviet Union, it is learnt, is one of the several "friendly" powers 
with whom New Delhi has been in much Aid although Moscow seemed 
to accept India's assessment of the East Bengal situation, it reportedly 
disfavoured the idea of granting immediate recognition to the 
Bangladesh Government. 

Like the Prime Minister's stand. Opposition pressure was on the 
expected lines. Most Opposition leaders except Dr. Kami Singh of 
Bikaner and Mr. Mohammed Ismail, the Muslim league president 




wanted immediate recognition and took the Government to task for 
delaying it. Mr. Atal Behari Vajpayee, the Jana Sangh President, was 
most forthright while the DMK's Mr. Manoharan was cautious. The 
critics wanted India to give a lead to the other Governments instead of 
being influenced by them. 

Because of historical and geographical factors, as also the genocide 
being committed by Pakistan in East Bengal. India had a special 
responsibility, they felt, Typifying their impatience was Mr. Vajpayee's 
complaint that India had let down the people of Bangladesh. 

Dr. Kami Singh and Mr. Ismail on the other hand, spoke of 
complications that could follow the recognition of Bangladesh. Mr. 
Manoharan wanted a thorough study of the move's implications. 

International Norms 

Mrs. Gandhi sought to project the Bangladesh issue in a broader 
perspective Leaving aside the issue of recognition, India, she said, had 
tried to help the people of East Bengal in their struggle for freedom in all 
possible ways subject to international norms and behaviour. Pakistan, 
she regretted, had resorted to lies to malign India and to mislead world 
opinion about the reality in East Bengal. She cautioned them against 
Pakistan's attempts to create communal tension in the country and sought 
the Opposition leaders help in forestalling such trouble. 

Rehabilitation of refugees and the urgency of seeking help from 
international organizations also figured in the discussions. Mrs. Gandhi 
disclosed that over 1,500,000 evacuees had crossed into India. Of these, 
50% had been settled in camps and the rest were living in the open. This 
figure did not include those who had gone to Bihar and other States. The 
Government was aware of the socio-economic implications of such huge 
influx of evacuees and was doing its best in looking after them, she said. 

Evacuees Not Refugees 

However she made it clear that those who had come over to India 
will have to return to their country as soon as the war ended there. For 
that reason, she preferred to describe them as evacuees and not refugees. 

Mr. Swaran Singh, too, defended the Government's decision not to 
recognize the Bangladesh Government immediately. There was no 
alternative to a "wait and see" policy under the present circumstances, he 
said. As regards suggestions that India should take up the issue at the U. 
N., he explained that the Government had sought to rouse the 
conscience of other nations and that efforts were being made to involve 
international agencies in the rehabilitation of the evacuees. 



Besides Mrs. uandiii ana Mr. was represented by Mr, Jagjivan 
Swaran Singh, the Government Ram, Mr. Chavan, Mr. Fakhruddin Ali 
Ahmed, Mr. Raj Bahadur, Mr. R. K. Khadilkar and Mr. Om Mehta. 

All the Opposition leaders, except the Swatantra representative 
attended the meeting. The leaders of the Swatantra Party had written to 
the Prime Minister expressing their inability to attend the meeting as 
they had other engagements. Among those who attended were Mr. 
Indrajit Gupta and S. M. Banerjee of the CPI, Mr. A. K. Gopalan (CPI- 
M), Mr. N. G. Goray and Mr. Samar Guha of the PSP. Mr. Manoharan 
(DMK) Mr. Frank Anthony (Ind). Mr. Vajpayee J. S.), Dr. Kami Singh 
and Mr. Ismail. 



This small brochure has been written to narrate the story of 
Bangladesh movement. When Pakistan was formed on the demand of 
Mr. Jinnah and the Muslim League, there was no other bond of union 
between its two parts except that the people of the two wings had the 
same religion. Religion has seldom been the generator of the spirit of 
nationalism. Otherwise all the Muslims or Christians would have agreed 
to live under the same state. The people living in the two wings of 
Pakistan had no other common bond between them. Their languages 
were different and their cultures were different. Though the population 
of the Eastern wing was much larger than that of the West, the latter got 
preponderance in everything—a fact that cannot be denied by even the 
most ardent admirer of the West. What the most unfortunate people of 
the Eastern wing of Pakistan did unknowingly was to substitute British 
bosses by Punjabi bosses. They only consolation was that the people of 
both the wings had the same religion. But that soon proved to be a very 
poor consolation. The Bengali-speaking population was no doubt given 
some prizes here and there. But the main banquet was reserved for the 
West Pakistanis, the east getting only a few occasional crumbs. The 
resulting sense of injustice has given birth to the inevitable demand for 
greater autonomy for the Eastern wing and for a greater share in the total 
resources of that country. 

This demand which is absolutely just should have been handled with 
great tact and sympathy. But unfortunately the poor people of the 
Eastern wing who demanded autonomy to secure equality of treatment 
got only bullets in return, and extremely brutal treatment from the 
Government of Pakistan. The natural reaction to this Chengis Khan- 
Nadir Shah-Hitler treatment has been the declaration of independence by 
the people of Bangladesh. 

This story of Bangladesh is not new in history. A large number of 
other countries which are now independent were formerly parts of 
another country. They had risen up in revolt against the rule of that 
country and had to make large-scale sacrifices before they achieved their 
freedom. Freedom's battle once begun may appear to be repressed on 
occasion. But "though baffled off, it has ever won". There is no doubt 
that Bangladesh will attain its freedom sooner rather than later. Its story 
will be the same-as that of any other freedom-seeking country. The only 
distinction between this story and all the previous stories of freedom is 
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the unparalleled savagery, murder and destruction that are now being 
carried on in Bangladesh by the occupation forces. And the second most 
unfortunate fact is the attitude of the governments of most of the 
countries of the world and their response to this battle for freedom. 
There are no doubt honourable exceptions and we in India are proud that 
we be owe belong to this group. Our people have always supported the 
cause of freedom in every part of the world, irrespective of religion, 
colour, community or politics. Our support for the freedom of 
Bangladesh is on the same basis as that of the French people for the 
American War of Independence. When the majority of the people of a 
country rise up in revolt against the military government of that country, 
it is an affair which concerns not only the anti-democratic government of 
that country but also all the democratic, freedom loving people of the 
world. 

This story of Bangladesh has been written by Dr. Bangendu Ganguli 
and Dr. Mira Ganguli. They have taken a lot of trouble to write this 
within a short time, and we are really grateful to them. 


University of Calcutta, S. N. SEN 

Calcutta Vaisakh 25, 1378 Vice Chancellor 

Rabindra Nath's Birth day, May 9, 1971. 


The conscience of the world has been profoundly shocked at the 
latest manifestation of the arrogant unrighteousness of the present rulers 
of Pakistan. This is but the culmination of a long series of acts of 
intimidation and economic exploitation, from suppression of the 
Bangalee people to deliberate mass murder. 

Separated geographically by over one thousand miles of Indian 
territory but bound together by the Islamic faith, two distant regions 
were united as the nation State of Pakistan just over twently-three years 
ago. But these years did not bring the two wings any nearer. On the 
contrary, their differences were accentuated. There can be no doubt 
about the fact that the West wing prospered dramatically over the past 
two decades while the economically backward but more peoples East 
wing remained one of the most backward areas of the world. And it is at 
the expense of the East wing that the West prospered. 

Economic Disparity 

Per capita income in West Pakistan was much higher than in the 
East. While the disparity in real incomes per capita was somewhere 
between 40 and 50 per cent, the amount of resources made available to 



West Pakistan per capita had exceeded that to East Pakistan by an even 
wider margin. The latter was made possible partly by a net transfer of 
visible resources from the East to the West and partly by a higher 
allocation of foreign aid to the West. 

One can obtain good approximations for regional incomes 
originating in braking and insurance by a breakdown of national totals 
based on the provincial distribution of deposits and advances of 
scheduled banks. This showed a ratio of about 3 to 1 in favour of West 
Pakistan. Some idea of the regional incomes originating in the central 
government and defence might be obtained by using the data on 
provincial distribution of the labor force in public administration. For 
1955 this ratio was also about 3 to 1 in favour of West Pakistan. 

But calculations of regional disparity in per capita money incomes 
would not quite reveal the disparity in real incomes since the purchasing 
power of money in the two regions was not the same. The Second Five- 
Year Plan of Pakistan stated that the prices of similar goods had 
generally been higher in East Pakistan than in West Pakistan, the 
difference sometime far exceeding the cost of transport and distribution. 
Price dilTerences widened during the period of the second plan. Over the 
period from 1959-60 to 1962-63 the regional price index increased from 
100 to 112 in East Pakistan, as against the increase from 100 to only 102 
in the West. In the Mid-Plan Review of the Third Five-Year Plan it was 
officially recognized that the upward tend in disparity had continued till 
the middle of the Third Plan period (1965-70). 

Structural differences between the economies of the two regions 
support the picture of per capita income disparity. In the early years of 
independence the industrial bases of the two regions were of about the 
same size, and banking activity might have been greater in the East. 
However, evidence on the relative contributions of different sectors 
pointed toward a relatively backward structure of East Pakistan's 
economy even then. The relative share of agriculture was higher in the 
East (70) per cent or so as compared with 50-55 per cent in the West, 
that of the manufacturing sector was somewhat lower, and that of the 
tertiary sector as a whole as distinctly lower. 

Over time, the structural differences increased further, with a higher 
rate of "structural development" in West Pakistan associated with a 
higher rate of growth in total (and per capita) domestic income. By the 
mid 1960's the relative share of agriculture in East Pakistan declined to 
only 60 per cent while in West Pakistan it reached 46 per cent; the 
manufacturing sector contributed about 7-8 per cent of the total value 
added in East Pakistan, and about 14-15 per cent in West Pakistan; the 



relative contribution of the tertiary sectors also increased at a faster rate 
in West than in East Pakistan. From 1951 to 1961 the proportion of the 
civilian a labour force in agriculture increased from 83.2 to 85.3 per cent 
in East Pakistan, and declined from 65.1 per cent to 59.3 per cent in 
West Pakistan. 

These structural differences were associated with a higher rate of 
unemployment in East than in West Pakistan. The available evidence 
suggests that more than 20 per cent of the total labour force in East 
Pakistan was unemployed whereas in West Pakistan it was loss than 8 
per cent. In addition West Pakistan had a higher proportion of the more 
complex, capital intensive, in a sense more advanced, industries. 

West Pakistan had a more developed infrastructure. The transport 
system was more developed: in 1960 the mileage of the high type of 
roads was over six times that in East Pakistan; railway mileage was 
about three times that in East Pakistan; the number of trucks and buses 
exceeded that in East Pakistan by five-fold. West Pakistan also enjoyed 
better facilities in communication, with more post and telegraph offices 
and nearly five times the number of telephones as in East Pakistan in 
1960. The power-generating capacity in West Pakistan was from 5 to 6 
times that in East Pakistan. West Pakistan also had a greater supply of 
engineering, industrial, and technical personnel. Finally she had greater 
access to the administrative machinery of the central government. 

The seat of the federal government was in West Pakistan. The over¬ 
whelming majority of the central government officers were from West 
Pakistan. The top positions (Secretaries and Joint Secretaries) including 
those of the Finance Ministry which are of obvious importance for the 
allocation of resources, were occupied almost exclusively by West 
Pakistani civil servants (52 out of 53 in 1960). In all, out of a total of 
2,779 first class officers the various central services in 1960.87 per cent 
were West Pakistanis. That a region with more than half of the total 
population occupied only 13 per cent of the more important central 
government positions might be a unique situation. The Central Finance 
Minister and the Deputy Chairman of the Planning Commission, both 
with considerable influence on the allocation of resources, never derived 
from East Pakistan. 

The seat of the federal government has a natural tendency to attract 
business and commerce, banking and industry. West Pakistan not only 
hosted the central government, but also held nearly 90 per cent of its 
positions. Thus the region was in the enviable position of controlling— 
through its hold over the central government with all its economic 
controls—the allocation of strategic development resources available to 
the entire country. 



While there was substantial disparity in per capita regional incomes, 
and while the economy of East Pakistan was structurally more backward 
than that of West Pakistan, the disparity in average living standards was 
greater than these comparisons suggest. This was because of a much 
greater net flow of foreign resources into West than into East Pakistan; 
this resulted in a wider regional disparity in the "absorption" of goods 
and services, caused partly by (a) a transfer of real (visible) resources 
from East to West Pakistan, at least in the early years of independence, 
and (b) a much larger flow of foreign aid into the western region. 

The transfer of visible resources from East to West Pakistan over the 
first decade or so since independence was evidenced by East Pakistan's 
surplus over all balance of external trade for most of these years, taking 
both international and interregional trade together. In some of the 
remaining years also a transfer in the same direction in real terms would 
have been indicated if foreign exchange were valued at its real scarcity 
price instead of at the official price. Apart from the East to West transfer 
of visible resources. West Pakistan was fortunate in getting the bulk of 
foreign aid that flowed into the country. 

As against the disparities in the economic and other spheres in 
favour of West Pakistan, East Pakistan had her population, about 54 per 
cent off the country's total. This population has been vocal. 

Demand For Autonomy 

In supporting the demand for Pakistan the people of East Bengal had 
expected that the new State would bring them material well-being and 
opportunities for advancement. But these hopes were not fulfilled. And 
the people of East Bengal naturally resented this fact. As early as 
February, 1948, one member, who did not particularly sympathise with 
the Bangalees, said in the Constituent Assembly : "A feeling is growing 
among the Eastern Pakistanis that Eastern Pakistan is being neglected 
and treated merely as a 'colony' of Western Pakistan." It was out of this 
feeling of resentment that the demand for provincial autonomy grew. 
People referred to the historic Lahore Resolution of the Muslim League 
adopted in 1940, which had declared that in Pakistan the constituent 
units would be "autonomous and sovereign". They pointed out that 
actually Pakistan was upholding an ideal of centralization of power 
rather Aan that of provincial autonomy. 

The sense of betrayal in East Bengal reached a climax over the 
question of language. In March, 1948, Jinnah, who had come to address 
the convocation of the Dacca University, was annoyed by the student's 
demand that Bengali be recognized as a State Language at par with 
Urdu. He categorically told his audience : "Let me make it very clear to 



you that the state language oi t'akistan is going to be Urdu, and no other 
language." 

Bengalees saw this not only as a mortal blow to their culture by also 
as a threat to perpetuate their under representation and inferior status in 
the administrative services, especially in relation to Punjabis by putting 
them at a disadvantage in all competitive examinations. Resentment over 
the question exploded in February, 1952, when blood flowed freely— 
blood of Jabbar, Salam, Rafluddin, Barkat and twenty-two other young 
people who had dared come out in support of their beloved mother 
tongue. The blood of the martyrs forced the League Government of East 
Bengal to demand Bangali as one of the State Languages. This demand 
was turned down at that time. But the Constitution adopted in 1956 
declared : "The State Languages of Pakistan shall be Urdu and Bengali." 

The urge for provincial autonomy was perhaps the main cause of the 
virtual annihilation of the Muslim League in East Pakistan in the 1954 
elections. The United Front which came to power had reiterated the 
demand for provincial autonomy in its election programme and the new 
ministry concentrated on a seven-point programme which dealt largely 
with the same demand : "Complete autonomy for East Pakistan in all 
matters except defence, foreign affairs and currency, which would be 
reserved for the central legislature." The ministry, however, could 
achieve little because within a fortnight it was dismissed by the Central 
Government in a grossly arbitrary fashion. 

With the passage of time the economic dispeirity between the two 
wings of Pakistan grew and so did the urge for provincial autonomy. The 
military rule of Ayub Khan commenced in 1958 and lasted for ten years 
and a half. The military rule and the ’Basic Democracy' of Ayub Khan 
could not, for obvious reasons, create any opportunity for the realization 
of provincial autonomy. Quite naturally, new dimensions were added to 
the problem of provincial autonomy and in 1966 Sheikh Mujibur 
Rahman announced the six-point programme for full provincial 
autonomy. 

Establishment of a federal form of government, with Parliament 
directly elected by adult suffrage : the federal government would 
control only defence and foreign policy, leaving all other 
subjects to the federating States of East Pakistan and West 
Pakistan; to stop movement of capital from East to West 
Pakistan, either separate currencies or separate fiscal policies 
would be established; the federal government would share in 
State taxes for meeting its expenses, but would itself have no 
powers of taxation; each of the federating States would be 



empowered to enter into trade agreements with foreign countries 
and would have full control over its earned foreign exchange; the 
States would have their own militia or paramilitary forces. 

Mujibur was arrested just two months after the announcement of the 
six-point programme. The false Agartala Conspiracy Case was started in 
January 1968 purporting to show that a number of East Pakistani officers 
of high rank in civil and military establishments had entered into a 
conspiracy with the Indian diplomatic staff to bring about the freedom of 
East Pakistan. As an afterthought Mujibur, who was already in jail, was 
also implicated in this trial. 

Anti-Ayub mass agitation's broke out at the end of 1968 and its real 
leadership in East Pakistan was provided by the Student’s Joint Action 
Committee in which the student wings of all political parties were 
represented. The eleven-point demand of the students incorporated the 
salient features of the six-point programme. The anti-Ayub agitation's 
forced the government to withdraw the Agartala Conspiracy Case and in 
the beginning of 1969 Mujibur was released. Eventually he was invited 
by Ayub Khan to join the Round Table Conference in Rawalpindi. At the 
conference Mujibur Rahman pointed out that the national question was 
the key question in Pakistan but it had been sought to be by-passed by 
those in power ever since the inception of the new State. He said that 
East Pakistan had a separate entity given by unalterable facts of 
geography, economics, language and culture. These facts had to be 
recognized in the organization of State and government. He pressed for 
the recognition of the six-points. 

The 'Basic Democracy’ of Ayub Khan collapsed within a few days. 
There was a second military take-over. Ayub Khan was replaced by 
Yahya Khan on March 25,1969. 

The aims of the new regime were enunciated in the three declaration 
issued by Yahya Khan in 1969 and 1970 and through the Legal 
Framework Order passed on March 30, 1970. Yahya avoided any direct 
commitment on the question of autonomy for East Pakistan. All he 
would say was that he wanted to grant the maximum autonomy to the 
provinces, subject to the limits set by the needs of an efficient working 
of the central government. 

Under the Legal Framework Order elections would be held and the 
National Assembly of Pakistan would have to draw up a Constitution 
within 120 days from the day of its first sitting. Elections to the National 
Assembly and the Provincial Legislatures were indeed held in 
December, 1970.-The Awami League led by Sheikh Mujibur Rahjman 
won 167 out of 169 seats allotted to East Pakistan in the National 
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Assembly and thus secured an absolute majority in a House of 313. In 
the elections to the Provincial Legislature the electorate recorded its 
preference for the same party in almost equally emphatic terms. In 
January, 1971, Yahya Khan came to Dhaka for talks with Mujibur 
Rahman and other Awami League leaders. At the end of his visit on 
January 14, Yahya referred to Mujibur Rahman as the future Prime 
Minister of Pakistan and said that power was going to be transferred to 
him soon. But he refused at that time to fix a date for the session of the 
National Assembly. After considerable delay, the Assembly was 
convened to meet at Dacca on March 3. Zulfiqar Ali Bhutto, whose 
People's Party had won 85 seats in the National Assembly, threatened to 
boycott the Assembly unless the Awami League modified its six-point 
programme. He wanted a strong center with wide powers specially in the 
field of taxation and foreign trade. Mujibur Rahman declared that the 
people of East Bengal had given a clear verdict in favour of the six-point 
programme envisaging full provincial autonomy and this verdict had to 
be respected. The country's constitution had to be based on the six- 
points. 

Preparations for the National Assembly session went on in spite of 
Bhutto's threat, and the Awami League's thirty-member committee set to 
review the draft constitution prepared by the party on the basis of the 
six-point programme. Bhutto continued to press for the postponement of 
the session and threatened that there would be mass agitation all over the 
west wing if the National Assembly met without his party's participation. 
And suddenly, on March 1, Yahya Khan postponed the session 
indefinitely. Announcing this decision with what he described as a 
"heavy heart", he said that the attitude of the leaders of the two wings of 
Pakistan as also of India was regrettable. There was no elaboration of the 
cryptic reference to India. Yahya Khan further said that Pakistan faced 
the gravest crisis and postponement of the session was necessary to find 
some solution to this crisis. The governors of the West Pakistan 
provinces were immediately appointed as Martial Law Administrators 
for their respective areas and the Governor of East Pakistan was replaced 
by a new Martial Law Administrator. 

At a news conference Mujibur Rahman condemned this 
postponement as a conspiracy and called for a hartal in Dacca on the 
next day and a general strike throughout the country the day following. 
He regretted that the President had postponed the National Assembly 
session without even caring to consult the majority party. Spontaneous 
protest demonstrations against Yahya's decision broke out in Dhaka and 
several thousand people held a really outside the venue of the news 
conference. 



As the demonstrators cried for retaliation Mujibur counselled 
patience and said, "We will launch a peaceful constitutional movement." 
But violence erupted in Dacca the next day as the Pakistani security 
forces fired on the people. Curfew' was imposed in Dacca and two other 
towns and the Martial Law Administration issued a decree clamping 
Press censorship in East Pakistan, On March 3, Mujibur announced the 
start of a non-violent non-cooperation movement which would continue 
"until the fundamental democratic rights of the people of East Pakistan 
are secured." On the same day Yahya Khan invited the leaders of the two 
wings to a conference in Dacca on March 10 to thrash out their 
differences over the formulation of the constitution. As hundreds of 
people were being killed and injured in street fighting between the troops 
and angry demonstrators, Mujibur declined the invitation to attend the 
conference. He said, "We do not want to sit with the perpetrators of mass 
murder." He asked that the troops be sent back to the barracks. This 
request was not heeded, and many more demonstrators were killed in the 
next few days. While the military government reinforced troops in East 
Pakistan by planes and ships carrying more soldiers and equipment, 
Yahya Khan called the National Assembly session to meet on March 25. 
He, however, warned that the army would maintain the "complete and 
absolute" integrity of Pakistan. 

Mujibur Rahman declared that his party would consider the question 
of attending the session only if Yahya Khan immediately lifted the 
martial law, withdraw troops, restored civilian rule and ordered an 
inquiry into the recent killing in East Pakistan. 

The non-cooperation movement continued. The whole of East 
Bengal was behind Mujibur and his Awami League. Even the Chief 
Justice and all the Judges of the Dacca High Court responded to the call 
for non-cooperation. It was a stupendous and truly incomparable 
movement. On March 15, Mujibur Rahman declared that he was taking 
over the administration of Bangladesh on the basis of his party's absolute 
majority in National Assembly and the Provincial Assembly. He issued a 
set of 35 directives which amounted to unilateral declaration of 
autonomy. Within hours of this declaration Yahya Khan flow to Dacca 
and on March 16 talks between the two started. At a later stage Bhutto 
and other West Pakistani leaders joined the talks. 

At no stage was there any breakdown of talks or any indication by 
Yahya Khan or his team that they had taken a final stand that could not 
be abandoned. On the contrary, an agreement had been reached on four 
points. These were lifting of martial law and transfer of power to a 
civilian government by a Presidential Proclamation; transfer of power in 



the provinces to the majority parties; Yahya Khan to remain as President 
and in control of the central government; and separate sittings of the 
National Assembly members from East and West Pakistan preparatory to 
a joint session of the House to finalize the constitution. Once this 
agreement in principle had been reached between Mujibur and Yahya, 
there was only the question of defining the powers of Bangladesh vis-a- 
vis the Center during the interim phase. 

But suddenly, on the night of March 25-26, Yahya dashed out of 
Dacca under cover of darkness. Simultaneously the Pakistani army went 
into action to re-assert its authority throughout the eastern wing. Back in 
West Pakistan, Yahya broadcast a message to the nation banning the 
Awami League and charging Mujibur with treason. And on March 26, 
Mujibur Rahman proclaimed the independence of Bangladesh as a 
Sovereign People's Republic. Formation of a provincial government of 
Bangladesh was announced two days later and on April 17 the 
Democratic Republic was formally proclaimed. 

It is now deal' that Yahya Khan and his team never had the slightest 
intention of solving Pakistan's political crisis peacefully. They were only 
interested in biding time to permit the reinforcement of troops with 
modern arms. The remarkable success of the civil disobedience 
movement left the Pakist.in government in no doubt that the days of 
colonial exploitation of the East wing were gone for ever. Hence the 
Pakistani government ordered the commencement of genocide military 
action on March 25. 

As the gallant people of Bangladesh rose to fight for their freedom, 
acre on acre of their golden-green motherland turned red with martyrs' 
blood. 

War in Bangladesh 

A massive attack by the Pakistani armed forces was unleashed 
against the entire people of Bangladesh on the night of March 25 and it 
is still continuing. The government of Pakistan has chosen to flout not 
only the mandate of the people but all known canons of civilization. No 
total picture of the atrocities perpetrated by the Pakistani armed forces is 
available as yet. But the reports published in newspapers in India and 
abroad and the accounts given by the lakhs of refugees who have come 
to India reveal that the Pakistani government has been carrying on cold¬ 
blooded genocide in Bangladesh. By all accounts and evidence the 
Pakistani troops have unleashed a de facto total war against the entire 
population of Bangladesh. They are engaged in extensive aerial bombing 
and strafing on towns and villages. They are using sophisticated mass¬ 
killing weapons like tanks, cannon, mortars and machine-guns. They 



8^0 

have also used incendiary bombs and reportedly even Napalm. The 
government of Pakistan has systematically killed a large section of the 
Bengalee intellectuals and leaders of public opinion. They have 
deliberately killed teachers and students in large numbers, and they are 
killing all able-bodied Bengalees is a systematic way. An orgy of 
masskilling is on. 

The government of Pakistan has blatantly violated the most precious 
principles of international law. It has violated, inter alia, the preamble 
and Articles 1, 55 and 56 of the U. N. Charter, the Universal Declaration 
of Human Rights, the International Covenant on Civil and Political 
Rights, 1966 the International Covenant on Economic, Social and 
Cultural Rights, 1966, Article 23(g) of the Hague Regulations, 1907, 
Article 3 of the Geneva Conventions, 1949, the Doctrine of Immunity of 
Non-Combatants from Belligerent Attacks and the Genocide 
Convention, 1948. 

A systematic pattern of physical and psychological destruction 
became apparent even during the first night of fighting on March 25, 
1971. It was soon clear that certain groups had been selected to be the 
victims of completely unrestrained brutality. These included students and 
teachers. At least nine of the top academicians of the Dacca University 
were shot dead by the Pakistani troops in course of the mid-night 
massacre of March 25. Many others were murdered in the next few days. 
Twenty academicians of the University were lined up against the wall 
inside the University campus on March 28 and shot dead. Many 
distinguished teachers, poets, novelists, physicians and lawyers were 
killed by the army firing squads at Dacca, Khulna, Jessore, Rajshahi, 
Pabna, Chittagong and Rangpur. Even young school children were not 
spared. Students of St. Francis Xavier's School in Jessore were machine- 
gunned by the troops. 

Many University buildings at Dacca were completely destroyed. 
Every room in the three-storied Iqbal Hall was ransacked after the 
people inside had been done to death. Similar attacks took place at 
Jagannath Hall, Salimullah Hall and the residence halls of the Dacca 
Medical College. Every individual was killed in these places. 

About fifty girl students residing in the Rokeya Hall of the Dacca 
University jumped to their death when Pakistani troops attacked the 
building. Most of the other girl students wer« brutally treated and 
forcibly taken away by the troops to the cantonment. Shaheed Minar, 
erected in memory of the martyrs of the language movement, was totally 
destroyed. In the apartments of the faculty staff children were shot dead 
in their beds. 
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John Rhode, an American Aid worker was in Dacca until recently 
and witnessed the destruction caused by the Pakistani troops there. In a 
letter released recently by the Senate Foreign Relations Committee of 
the U.S.A., Rhode described how student dormitories of the Dacca 
University had been shelled by army tanks and all the residents 
slaughtered. He spoke of "the planned killing of much of the intellectual 
community including a majority of the professors at Dacca University." 
In his opinion, "the law of the jungle prevails in East Pakistan, where the 
mass killing of unarmed civilians, the systematic elimination of the 
intelligentsia" was in progress. 

Simon Drik, a correspondent of the Daily Telegraph was an eye¬ 
witness of the Dacca carnage. He said that on the morning of March 26 
the army went about for eleven hours systematically destroying the 
entire old city of Dacca. People were burnt inside their homes. As people 
fled out of the city troops followed them. Drik narrated how people 
asleep in a bazar had been shot dead and in the morning were still lying 
there with the rugs on them as if they were still sleeping. 

In two of the old city's largest bazars the stench of dead and burning 
bodies was so overpowering that the survivors had to walk about with 
cloths over their nose. The stench of decomposed bodies pervaded the 
air in almost every locality of Dacca. The Pakistani troops carried truck 
loads of hobbies to the banks of the rivers and dumped them there. An 
open field between the Jagannat Hall and the Rokeya Hall in the 
University area had been turned into a mass burial ground. People were 
forced by the troops to dig graves and, when they had finished, they 
themselvs were machine-gunned by the troops. Dhaka was stinking with 
decomposed bodies still littered on streets even a fortnight after the 
military operations had begun. 

At Rajshahi, the Medical and the Eiigiiieciing Colleges were 
repeatedly bombed. So were the T. B. Hospital and the Muslim School. 
Pakistani troops advancing on Rajshahi destroyed everything in their 
way. Shouting 'Jai Bangla' slogans and without uniforms they stormed 
Rajshahi and the adjoining villages on April 13 and went berserk as they 
gunned down civilians and set the town on fire. Terrorized civilians 
trying to cross the Padma river were ruthlessly machine-gunned by 
troops waiting for them at the riverside. Women and children floundered 
and were drowned as machine-gun bullets sprayed the river and heavy 
mortar shells fell mid-stream. 

Fleeing refugees were brutally murdered in other places as well. For 
days Pakistan Air Force fighters, flying low, machine-gunned streams of 
refugees on the Sylhet-Churkhai-Sutarkandi Road. The planes flew over 
wide areas in search of the fleeing persons and as soon as they caught 
sight of them, the aircraft's swooped down to shower bullets. And near 



Comilla, on April 9, a convoy of fifty trucks carrying Pakistani troops 
"stopped on the way every now and then to take spot shoots at fleeing 
villagers or to bum roadside villages." 

A Danish Student who was in Chittagong till April 4 narrated stories 
of atrocities committed by the Pakistani troops on the civil population 
there. Children were killed in a village on the outskirts of Chittagong as 
the troops fired from machine-guns at some of the mud houses there. In 
the city they shot many people. At one shop about fifteen people were 
buying food. The soldiers ordered them to come out and as they obeyed 
the troops lined them up and fired. Only one escaped with two bullet 
wounds. All the others were killed. The Danish student said that on 
March 31, the army started burning the bazars and mud houses. They 
also burned down about forty factories near the cantonment area and 
along Dacca Road, during the next three days. The New Market in 
Chittagong was destroyed with mortal shells. The student was told by an 
officer of a ship that about four hundred bodies had been floating in the 
river Karnaphuli. 

A jute mill manager from Chittagong related that all his employees 
had been battered to death. An engineer from Peterborough who was in 
Chittagong side that the army men were rounding up people and 
shooting them down. There was no attempt at questioning. If the people 
ran away they were shot down from behind like dogs. The engineer said 
that the Bengalees were being killed in their thousands. "If the men with 
guns couldn't find anyone on the streets they threw mortar bombs 
through the windows of houses. There were hundreds of dead children." 
Corpses, piled high, were left to rot in the streets. 

In Chittagong, Comilla and Dacca Pakistani troops even used the 
bodies of murdered Bengalees to erect road barricades. 

The Pakistani armed forces have been laying waste villages and 
towns in a manner reminiscent of the Nazi atrocities. Everywhere they 
go they leave in their trail scores of burnt out villages and towns. Even 
Tagore's house at Silaidah—where the poet spent one of the most 
creative periods of his life-has been completely destroyed by the troops. 
In addition to looting food godowns and granaries they have been 
spraying inflammable chemicals on agricultural land to destroy standing 
crop and to make the land uncultivable in future. 

Pakistani troops have been indulging in an orgy of molestation of 
women. In addition to the girl students of Dacca University many young 
girls from different areas of the city were forcibly taken by the troops to 
the cantonment. Even the wives and daughters of Bangalee Army 
officers were abducted. An eyewitness related how in one village on 
Comilla-Chandpur Road all the women folk were stripped and asked to 
march in front of advancing trucks. All of them were either shot dead or 
crushed under the wheels of the trucks. 



The troops have been playing devilish tricks on innocent, credulous 
people. On several occasions, people were asked to come and collect 
their monthly pay packets. As the people lined up in good faith, they 
were node down with bullets. In another place people were invited to 
come and collect their rations from the ration shop and they were 
assured that no harm would be done to them. When the people came to 
the shop, the troops opened fire killing one hundred persons. 

The contents of the diary of a British businessman as published in a 
Calcutta daily show that even foreigners have not been spared. Three 
Britons were arrested on March 29 by an army unit and taken to the 
cantonment in Dacca for having taken photo of the bombed-out St. 
Thomas Church in the old city of Dacca. One of them was an official 
employed by British Council in Dacca while the other two were 
members of the British Volunteer Service Organization. Some people 
who witnessed the arrest informed the American Consulate and an U. S. 
official was sent to the cantonment. He found the Britons literally lined 
up against the wall and the firing squared taking the aim. It was only this 
timely intervention that saved the lives of these three Britons. 

The Pakistan Government did not even grant permission to a Red 
Cross mercy plane to fly to Dacca. After waiting for two days in Karachi 
with relief supplies it had to go back. 

It is next to impossible for any human being to describe in words the 
ghastly acts of brutality committed by the Pakistani armed forces. But 
the picture that emerges from scattered reports is terrible enough to 
shock even the most insensitive mind. The appalling slaughter is still 
continuing—yet the resistance of the people goes on heroically day after 
searing day. No one knows how long this fight for liberty, dignity and 
human values will go on, how many more lives will have to be sacrificed 
in Bangladesh for saving civilization from barbarism. 

In this hour of the supreme trial and suffering of the people of 
Bangladesh, we appeal to the conscience of humanity. Help the people's 
struggle in Bangladesh, help the government of the people, cry in a 
million voices halt to reaction, come in your millions to the aid of 
democracy, to the success of civilization and culture. 

(This brochure is based mainly on : 

1. Md. Anisur Rahman, East and West Pakistan, A Problem in the 
Political Economy of Regional Planning, Harvard University 
Center for International Affairs, July, 1968. 

2. Gunnar Myrdal, Asian Drama, Volume 1, Allen Lane The 
Penguin Press, London, 1968. 

3. Keesing's Contempory Archives; 

4. The Statesman, Calcutta.) 



CALCUTTA UNIVERSITY BANGLADESH SAHAYAK SAMITI 

SECRETARY'S REPORT 

The Calcutta University Bangladesh Sahayak Samiti was formed on 
April 3, 1971, at a meeting of students, employees, officers and teachers 
of the University, teachers of affiliated colleges and members of different 
University bodies. The committee has Prof. Satyendranath Sen, Vice- 
Chancellor, as its president. Prof. P. K. Basu, Pro-Vice Chancellor for 
Academic Affairs, as working president and Shri Hirendramohan 
Majumdar, Pro-Vice Chancellor for Business Affairs and Finance, as 
treasurer. 

An initial donation of Rs. 5,000 by the Calcutta University formed 
the nucleus of the committee's fund and the committee started 
functioning immediately. 

Since its inception the committee has been rendering considerable 
assistance to the war evacuees. Apart from food packets, medicine and 
first-aid equipment have been sent. Because of the heavy influx of war 
evacuees-whose number has already crossed fifteen lakhs-we have had 
to spend several thousands of rupees and considerable energy in this 
sphere. Sm. Bina Bhowmik (an alumnus of the University) along with a 
small team of Sm. Kamala Bose, Sm. Mrinmayee Bose, Sm. Meera Sen 
and others has rendered us considerable assistance in this matter. 
Teachers and students of schools and colleges also have lent a ready 
hand. 

Our president sent telegrams to the Prime Minister of India and the 
Director-General, UNESCO, amongst others on April 5, 1971. In his 
telegram to the Prime Minister our president drew her attention to the 
need for giving recognition to Bangladesh. Our president drew the 
attention of the Director-General, UNESCO, to the dastardly attack on 
Bangladesh and substantial destruction of the Universities of Dacca, 
Rajshahi and Chittagong, including mass murder of teachers and 
studednts. He also drew the Director-General's attention to the unabated 
genocide committed by the Pakistani Army in Bangladesh. The Director- 
General has sent a telegraphic acknowledgement expressing his 
sympathies for the victims of genocide. The Prime Minister also has 
acknowledged the telegram. 

One of our aims is to help those teachers of universities and other 
educational institutions in Bangladesh who have crossed over to India. 
We have offered and shall continue to offer temporary financial 
assistance to these teachers and we have opened a Register for them. Dr. 
Aniruddha Roy of Post-Graduate Islamic History and Culture 
Department, in"co-operation with Shri Anil Sarkar of Post-Graduate 
Commerce and Shri Pijush Das, Shri Angsuman Mallik and Shri Anil 



Basu, has taken charge of this department. The Syndicate of the Calcutta 
University has drawn up a scheme for offering visiting 
professorships/lecturerships to the scholars from Bangladesh. With the 
concurrence of University Grants Commission and the Ministry of 
Education, Government of India, the scheme can be spread over the 
whole of India. The scheme can also be extended to cover the schools 
with the concurrence of the State Governments. We have already written 
to the different State Governments and contacted some of them. We hope 
that something will come out of these efforts. 

In addition to the publication of the present brochure, we have 
patronised a publication in Bengali dealing with Sheikh Mujib's six- 
point programme. The task was undertaken by Shri Ajit Mohan Gupta 
(an alumnus of the University), proprietor of the Bharat Phototype 
Studio. Shri Swaraj Bhattacharyya, staff photographer of Chitrangada, 
has helped us with many valuable photograps. 

Our president has issued an appeal (both in English and Bengali) to 
the people, especially to the alumni of the University, for liberal 
donations to the fund of the Samiti. The response has been encouraging. 
The first to donate was our National Professor, Shri Satyendranath Bose. 
Others to donate in quick succession were Krishnagar Women's College, 
Sarojini Naido College, Women's College, Calcutta Lady Brabourne 
College, Bethune School, Teachers and staff of Dr. B. C. Roy Institute of 
Basic Medicine, Calcutta University, 61 teachers of the Post-Graduate 
Departments of the University, students of Economics, Political Science, 
Inslamic History, Modern History and English Departments of the 
University, Bharat Charity Trust through Mr. N. N. Todi, Messrs. Press 
Agents Pvt. Ltd. Messrs. Allied Agency, Staff of Pasteur Labouratories, 
Siddheswar Hosiery Factor, Gokhale Memorial Girls' College, Umesh 
Chandra College, Bangladesh Aid Committee, Bombay, Shri H. P. 
Lohia, The Anglo-India Jute Mill (officers and workers), Shri Ajit 
Kumar Datta, former Advocate-General, Government of West Bengal, 
Father P. Fallon, S. J. Shri Amitesh Benerji, Principal Nirodkumar 
Bhattacharyya, Principal Mamata Adhikary and many others from all 
walks of life. Free gifts of medicine were collected by Shri Utpal 
Chowdhury and Sm. Soma Chatterjee. University students of all 
departments are raising funds on behalf of the Samiti. We hope the 
number of donors will swell daily to help us tackle the gigantic task. 

Professors Jnanes Patranabis, Jatin Chatterji, Dipak Hazra and P. Sen 
Sarma have taken overall charge of the office. Tlie office of the Samiti is 
functioning on the first floor of the Darbhanga Building between 11 a.m. 
and 5-30 p.m. and at 14, Bidhan Sarani, first floor, between 6 p.m. and 8 
p.m. 
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We need funds to carry on the tasks we have undertaken. Students, 
employees and teachers of educational institutions may kindly decide to 
make monthly contributions for quite some time to the Vice-Chancellor's 
fund. We also appeal to all others for generous contributions. Cheques 
may be sent in favour of the Treasurer, Calcutta University Bangladesh 
Sahayak Samiti. 

May 9,1971. 

D. K. CHAKRAVARTY 

Secretary 

Calcutta University Bangladesh 
Sahayak Samiti. 
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This struggle of ours is for the complete liberation of seventy million 
people of Bangladesh. Our struggle will go on until our rights are 
secured. The people of Bangladesh will no longer be cowed down by 
bullets, guns and bayonets, for today the people are united. 

We must be ready for any sacrifice in order to achieve our goal. 
Every home must be turned into a fortress of resistance. Ours is a just 
demand. So we are sure to win. 

Jai Bangla. 


SHEIKH MUJIBUR RAHMAN 

19-3-71. 

(English version of Sheikh Mujibur Rahman's message—facsimile on 
page 35.) _ 

Published by Prof. Dilip Chakravarty, Secretary, Calcutta University 
Bangladesh Sahayak Samity, Senate House, Darbhanga Building, 
Calcutta-12 and printed by Mr. Ajit Mohan Gupta, Bharat Phototype 
Studio, 72/1, College Street, Calcutta-12, Price ; Rupee one only. 
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TOT "351^ ^3sto f!^to TO ^to ^ TOtJ I to 
tmtor (TOW TO 5 T aim ^swn, (??n Irtoto, toii^ tor ^rto^, 
mto TOR TOw> mtoR nm Rtto (to ^to ijcrow 

TOTtot TO I tow Rito R^R itowt nf^ Rn^ tor, ^t^ tontr 
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1%^ li015*1 fwtf^ I (R^ 

“fifi^t^t” I t^*R ■5%g C5TTR ^srr^ wii^?ii 

t^mtfl^ ftff^ src?rn^ 

(R^ ^■Mif^?)iHiD on^gf'G orft^ <ii[^'m^ f’trnc^ i 'si^ ‘^i R>^h 

(.<^^l(.< ‘'ITPit "^^n^T, ^ C^ ^(f^^TH RC^ I ^[PRIT ^#¥1 

?f%IK^ ^ C^'T^Wf^ 2ff% >i^|>IWIC*J ? »£1'^ Tr<^sc«1<J 

f^ e?«i'St&i C^, 1%FR 7p» » »fr ¥ , 

’‘tpR "^5^ I ^ >i<j<Mc<<si f^r^ w «=fo j orrc^, 

'S!*(-Ha^<?f^, C^^tr^RP (7T TO ? 

(Rt*^ ■35:?I T?I^^^'6 TO sWTmr^ I 

^ C^R ^'^OCal'd Rfc^l ^TO ■^TO ^^‘=f ■=TT I 

’*lfO’'5. '*r^—li}^ C^ oi«if I TO<PH'S CT 

<11Rp'oi!*!(:<» ^TRt eTlIo ■^TH TOf ^ \5TTO 'ft'^fo f^tfO-C^PTlTO 
oiib'^c«it ^str:^ 1 Itor TOTO TO’tf^ wtfro i%*R- 

^RTRR *^^Trf “Ttr® CR?*t Wft^ ’STPTC'T 

^1^ 'Srlf^^RS ^£Rs trf^ (RSR 

f^f^TO ^f^'S t£J^ SRR:^ 0|\2 Jvs \5t^Cfi^ ^TOo 
v»|R<5N I tot TOfT ^TR TOTT ^ RST^TR (R CR vsiT^H 

WRT^TO^ 'slRc.<P v5v^|^?j| CWOR TO^PtTR^ 2{'RSWTRT1 w Rf, 

RTRTO^'e RT I CTORt RT 'TOT^'SfCR RR53 TOR RTO RR i TOT 

omsf RT^RTCRCTO fR*^ SfWTRT TOTTO Sff^ CR ^TiPaRiT ^RT^ ^TO^ 
orfrotSTtR r 1^ ^TOt ^ to RR RT'STO'8 IrRR^R TO i CR^ ^TOT 

TO tO'^^lR rU'^IrCO ftTRR TOTI^ ^ ^Hto Rf'^CO Rr®Rrcf p 

TO RRTORT Rsf^ ^TR^ TOTI^ TOR^Rf CRtotC^, 1^ ^ilRRO 

CRRtR <^Qco TOR Rl^ CR IrTORT TOTO I TOR TO CTO RTOIR'Q TOT TOR^ 
RRR RT RTO RW I TORTO TORTO ^ RT?TORCRR TOFt^ TORCRR TO^ 
^RCO'I (ilRsfro ^tRR ItoTOR TOTORs rIrRI Ito— f^RTOR TOR^ 
R5f^ RC^ RTR smr^ ‘iJR^ ^Stlfro TOTRIRT t£lR^ ^TI^O I 
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’lift >Tm ^ ^ ^%?n >o CT, ij5>«i^ 

gfty ^fn g[4l**l 'oH‘T 

D. P. REHABILITATION A SERIOUS PROBLEM : J. P. 

(By A Staff Reporter) 

NEW DELHI) May 14.—The Sarbodaya leader, Mr. Jayaprakash 
Narayan, today said about 10 million refugees from Bangladesh were 
expected to cross into India. Already 25 million had sought shelter in 
this country. 

Speaking at the Gandhi Peace Foundation. Mr. Narayan said these 
refugees fleeing from West Pakistani atrocities in East Bengal would 
pose a serious problem of rehabilitation. The rains would set in soon and 
make the relief operations considerably difficult. 

He said it was a pity that while the rehabilitation of 1.5 million 
Palestinian refugees engaged the attention of the whole world, nobody 
seemed to care about the unfortunate people of East Bengal. Most of 
these refugees were Muslims. But even Muslim leaders in Arab 
countries had kept quiet about their plight. 

The Sarvodaya leader said he would leave on Sunday on a tour of 
the U.S.A, the U.S.S.R.. Japan and South-East Asian countries to 
mobilise public opinion for the homeless people of Bangladesh. He was 
going as a citizen of the world with the hope that there were people who 
could be roused to act for the victims of ruthless barbarism. 

The Prime Minister Mrs. Indira Gandhi, had told him that it would 
be a "good thing, if you went", Mr. Narayan said. His visit had been 
sponsored by leaders of the Gandhi Seva Sangh. Gandhi Memoraial 
Fund and a pacifist from America. He had also met in this connection 
leaders of the Banglaesh Government. 

Mao's Game 

Tracing events in Bagladesh since March 25, Mr. Narayan said Mao 
Tse Tung had supported General Yahya Khan on the Bangladesh issue, 
largely to contain India's influence in South East Asia. Peking felt that if 
as a result of the Bangladesh freedom movement Pakistan disintegrated, 
India would emerge as a dominant nation in the region. 

But Peking would withdraw support to Pakistan as soon as pro- 
Chinese leadership came to power in Bangladesh. In that event the 
Chinese would support the Bangladesh movement by supplying arms 



and ammunition to the freedom fighters. The whole region would 
become another South Vietnam. 

Not only China but other nations also did not want India to play its 
rightful role in South-East Asia, Mr. Narayan said. Both the Super 
Powers had offered arms aid to Pakistan in the past only to help it 
engage India in big and small wars. 

The Sarvodaya leader said that the scale and magnitude of the 
barbarities committed by West Pakistani troops defied belief. A news 
agency reporter, after a visit to East Bengal, had estimated the number of 
dead at half a million. It was quite possible that if people in West 
Pakistan fully realised what the troops had done in East Bengal, there 
would be a revolt in the western wing. 

The happenings in Pakistan had fully shattered the unity of Pakistan. 
And for all this, the main culprits were General Yahya Khan and Bhutto. 
"I personally would not like to see Pakistan disintegrating, but what had 
happened seemed beyond repair." 

Pleading for the recognition of the Bangladesh Government, Mr. 
Narayan said, "I differ with the Prime Minister on this question." A 
Sarvodaya Sammelan in Nasik had decided to collect 10 million 
signature for an appeal to the Government to recognise Bangladesh. 

Mr. C. D. Deshmukh, who presided, said it was clear from the case 
of Bangladesh that modern States were not influenced by ethical 
considerations. They were guided more by national interests. But a 
swing in public opinion could make them change their policies. As such 
the proposed visit of Mr. Narayan to European and other countries was 
very important. 



^5STlW*tt^ (Jf'Q^n 

■?rr^5Tn:w*tc‘^ w 

vj^lR^IW ^ CfirMlWl ^ ^T I 

i£i^ '4il^H&3 \s -31^*11 ^sfTc^ ;§t tiw t^r yf^t^, c^ w»fl, 

5§t 1% C^ ^ CSf^^ ^S ®g UETSI 1 ^ ^£|^®R 3§t '^rsi t>r 

'5R»rj ^ ^sjsro i ^?i^rc^tc*r^ 

'5T<f^*CH 'Q ‘£R|sf& ^ ^ ^-SJC^H I '^StUS Sp^st^ 

f^WOl^C^ t£I^ "^[1% C*i'QTi1 I 

T§t^vf5Tt f^rC^J <5{.*1C^«i '£»lf^<p, ^I'ST^'iRxp 

c^'e ^1w ^T!?nyff^ •iif^ %?i ^?5ffw»rc'<p ftff^ 

oi'G?n I ^5#r 'srrc^ c^ ^ 

Tsrrsrt? ^ ^ ^ 'Qii’ i “sr^ ^^BR:cf ^t^ cva^^ 

I’it.ij <p<il I 

fiTf^ ■<f^f^’^?r^ ^ ■<ifeii^H, ^srwctf^ >i<ict>c?i ^ 

t^, ^ TO ^ <1111 ^ TOfl?f? "TO ^ I 

fifl^ fiff^Wf ^ C5r^ TO^T, 

^ ^ ^ ^<115 ^ I TOT W5i^<Hi:®ra TO 

'ii^l^H SlC?rf’t 1^ K^l C<TC^ I R5lC<5tl 

l^f^ sp^ <TO ^ I TOC^I c^ TO%f^ ^ WS ’TfW 

^ I ^I^TOsi ^f^ra wTi'Q ^snwr toi 1^ i 

TO^sp^ wf5?[f^ CSRIT^I^ ^51^ <(M(.^^ <1lfwn?ra^ 

^*1^ TO, TO(W^ c5r=T CTNQTrf CT:® TO 1^, -^t 

■>i<f>^^N >n:^ %'<iHi TO cwTOTO I 

TO (ilTOST sn^ C®tHlW«1 ^ 1^ c?s Pf?F^|l ^ (ii^rsps 

I 




vs ^o ct, 

TRtcW ^fipPH 'm\^^: ^ 

C5fft^C®r R»i.$i'oiN 

—^«Rn*t 

■^yrron ct— w^rr® ^ ■to c^t^to 

w ^srm's 1^ ^p#i5i cppttjf^ t^nf^^im m cro ^ 
Wt toM 1 ^srm Tjl^^ ^ %TOt 'ilt 'STKf TOf^ I 
^•m cwt i5t®ni8tTO TOm«f ^ 1 ^to? 's 

-lf^#^'<l 'il I TOR, RW&5 RCOTSR^s 

R^*TR ^ TOT ^^TR? ^Srtro TOir^ I ^siRWst b'^lW^ *?ftTO I 

^ RRs I (R^ ^«fTR Rt CTOT f^CWRfCR 

-^ef® "TO I 

^|tRRRt'=R ^ >ra^ ROT ^I'CIJI'StH 
TOR I CR^ ROT J^OTR't *£1^ '^^iTofR TOR I OT^ft ^«rt 

OT«t 1 toI f^lR TOR, CR«rROT I CTOf CTOt ^J^TOR 

r5ot# R'TO^ ■'gRR^ TO5 cOTrm OT ^ RTO (Rfror^ i 
1%fR giTOR RTO TOn:^ i 

^g ^ RRlRR ^jlW^l^OT CRfRRt CWf TOR 'S OTR %:RR CR'Ca}s1?'(l\ 
C5tHK^»l ^8 CRRt TOl^R I TOltRfOT OTII't R?."^ OTOT 

(Ro^ RP® RRRR ^rCRR ^JRtRRTRR CRRt 'TO^ I WtRTfRRR f^ 
'bilfcJRrCR CRTCRR CRR! 'TORR I 
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ARCHBISHOP OF CALCUTTA SAYS : 

CONDITIONS MUST BE CREATED FOR SAFE 
RETURN OF EVACUEES 

The Most Rev. L. T. Picachy, Archbishop of Calcutta, feels that 
repatriation of evacuees from East Bengal is the real answer to the 
problem of the increasing influx. In a statement, he says that it is the 
duty of the nations of the world to persuade the authorities to guarantee 
freedom and safety to everyone in East Bengal on humanitarian grounds. 

The statement says that while relief for the sufferers is an 
immedidate need, it is not the ultimate solution to an agonizing problem. 
The U.N. team found that evacuees desired to return home as soon as 
peaceful condtions there were re-established. But repatriation is 
impossible unless stable and peaceful conditions are speedily established 
in East Bengal. 

The Archbishop says that the nations of the world have presistently 
refused to get involved in the tremendous sufferings of the people of 
East Bengal and have brushed aside all responsibility with the callous 
remark : "That's a purely internal affair." This rigid attitude "has caused 
surprise and sorrow in our part of the world. When we watch three 
million battered and homeless people forced to abandon their country to 
seek shelter in the austerity of a refugee camp we claim that their welfare 
demands international interest. Demoeratie rights are ehampioned and 
safeguarded all over the world. Yet here are over 70 million who have 
been crushed under the military heel of their own nation and all this only 
because they scored a resounding poll victory at a free and fair election" 
The statement says. 

It has been officially confirmed that three Catholic priests have been 
killed in East Bengal. 

The Church in the dioceses of Shillong, Silchar, Calcutta, Darjeeling, 
Dumka, Jalpaiguri and Krishnagar is conscious of the heavy political 
overtones of the conflict in the neighbouring country. But neutrality may 
never stifle the claims of charity. Priests, religious and laity of all the 
dioceses have set out resolutely to help. 
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Prayer meetings and penitential services were organized. April 4 was 
a day of prayer in the Calcutta Archdiocese. On April 18 the 
parishioners of St. Teresa and Fatima. Calcutta, went in procession to 
Our Lady of Fatima Shrine to pray for the safety of Archbishop T. A. 
Ganguly of Dacca and the other prelates, clergy, religious and laity of 
the dioceses of East Bengal. The prayers took on a personal note as 
thousands of Catholics in East India still have close relations in East 
Bengal. There is little or no news of them, the statement says. 

The Bengal Christian Council at its recent meeting held at the 
Baptist Mission Student's Hall, Calcutta expressed its deep concern for 
the people of Bangladesh. The council also requested the World Council 
of Churches to create a situation among the nations of the world through 
diplomatic channels to stop the genocide in Bangladesh and to prevent 
the supply of arms and ammuniations by the big Powers. The Council 
appealed to all their member Churches and institutions to come forward 
with generous help for the humanitarian cause. All donations in cash or 
kind may be sent to the treasurere of the Bengal Christian Council. 
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fro 'Dif^ "^nm? ^vs CT, 

—w 'o^ 


i I ^gfrih ^si^nh '^H(j^< ct #t 

wt^ w^otri sftw^ vjclJc^ 5j^ ^■5nrs 

sm^ I WTO wp*ft ■<»wf^«i CT sm^ 

?Fr#ft to ^ 2fwfw|t ft^ 

fe I c^ fro^ TO5 2} wift tfrai^ ft^fwroi 

WTO^ <M<5C^-H I ^ <^TOlTOi:^ ^ SfTO 

^ >f5?fw snm wijmft ^^yrrcJir^ ^^isrrsir^ 

TOfW cw'QTrm TO ^1^=1 w c*TC»m ft^fror^? wf?w ^ttoc?? 
wrftn ^^PTO I 


^ I '’1^<Pl?l ^(.*1 CT, ■^®«1IC'i*1c<P 'll^f^ Ol^TTf^ (ll'^R'S 

^^rronr toi wtc^ ftffwro ^tot Tt?;«i'rwc*m tt^Ito 

’fw TOW'S ^ ^ I TO3r?r ferft w fifTOflt?! sfm 

v^^sjWWfC^ ifl^ W%siT5 ■^pgj CT, ^^'iilt^tC*f^ 

wmj?s 'iRi ftffwTiT^ ^?TOTO Ti^tTO TOi^ch>si 

toito fk^ wwsi Tfsn:?!^ ^*jt ^r^^rmw to[^ ^ ^ i 

vs I ‘‘V^ TO,—TO ^trro f%*fRTO, WHC^ W’tf^ ^«t- 

fiff^^'H TO "“fTW ^?5£n?^'S TO Sff^fko CTO 

mft WtfkTO=T I TOTO*fC^ R\ C*T'8¥m TOTOft ^ W*^, 

^5PT3ft%^4 (iRs, ^c.^f^<P'©l^ TO—’t'tWtfw tw 1 to?I'S TORTO WTW '»RC'oi 1 
WTO'S C^ f^f^ I CTO Rt^TO:TOR5 ft^ CW'STrr tilTO C5T C’OT? 
TOIW TO, ^®r ^[f^TOs to^«r 2RSCT 7?^ WTO TOTO 

TOCW I 'SfTO, TOTOiCTO Sl^ti CTO:£(1W RW#, 2ff^ 

TOSjt^rf^ ^ TO WKTO TOT’tf^ Wt^H TOTO TO^>l*iJ'S'»lC< WTO 
TOTOW TO:^ To, fk?^ Sflwf^ TOTOTO TOTO ^ Wl^TOH Wf^ 
TOTO^ Wl^ ftflWPrfCTO WC^ I 


CTO ? 

8 I w^ c^-TO ^ ^ TOS11WCTO sn:»f ^ f^fei 

CTO ? '£iw<?n TO^ TO^sTc^ srsrrf^ ^cro c^, ctot toS^ ^ 

WTS^fffww ^ftro ^ TOTO ^ (?^,—TO CWT k5^, 

ck^ ?S«#f'S Wfw#lk ^ttw ^^ef wnik T(C^ #SITO 

^l^wftcw I Wf^tWl CTOT TTO ^ C«I ^W-WTO TOTO TOTTO 

C^, 'iJR^ WH WT WTO 'Si^ ■*ffw»ft^ 'Q gf«fH 

sffwfilw c^ TO 'W-wMcw<j nroifw w?p ^giRT’t ^c?i to toI^ 
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sf»H ^ ^ 

c^tec^ I 

e I ^ (71 w*\, -sTtf^, ^ 5Ff^ nrfwT(?^ ^ 

’ff^^tcs^ wm i£it ^«s1% ^ ^'©^ ^?6Tn7fc»ra 

vfti'gjt?) Mt<» ^srfvsr^ef stst^'R '©^ ^ I 

c^ ^ ^RR<ji ^srf^Rfn:?^ 

?5rg ’iifi^Hc^ ^^5^ 9^ i£i^ ?i|'Qf^ ^ ^ I ’rit^^rcH«5 
TO? ?ff^ 's Tt^^tcvTC'*!? Ttl^Rnr?? ?T^tt?f^ 

^TO? I 2TO?? ^i?F»u ’Ttfroc?? ^ ?(^^rn7!c*m 

f*ff^ ^ TO ^ I (?M 

(71 f^'MifT's ‘ii^ smui ?t# src^ ?^ ^5P3|^ ?? I 

^srTO??m 

>b I :^.^rff^-'^[^—'ijt ^itel ^ viUhIC^ ftro ?!# ?? (71, 

?t?«Tn7rC»m ^yTf??nu?? TOt?f%?5 ?T^^TR7TC*f Rf?r^ 

^srfroft "TO tRCTO I J5i?>.'55 *n©T^’*t n«rTOti5 ^- 

?®? WT C?I?s f^C''St(7f<J ^ Rt?C^ 

Tt^tTO (TTR'ft "TO fiTBfno# RTO? ^ I ^t^^THTirn? 

7T^«t WTO v£lt >I??»1W^ 2f% Rfel ^'iTO ?SWC'^ TOf^ 

TO <3 ^©t%^ TTTOI wT^r? ^«ffw 
-^m srsrt^t 'Q ?m ?^to cto ^ i 

«\ I ?T??rn7T*f >ii<cv5if>i<p\5f? (71 ’»r5'Q#f to ctoi 

TO'Q t?(TO ^5nf% ^ 1?^?n^ TO c?i?s ?te^ 

TO TOi:^ I ?t?TOfTO fro? TO, Ito^ nTOT, Rw^ ^Sfl^ 

<^1?^ WRR? WT^ TOT? s{?^? TOt^Q—^«nTO^ £(T? TOST 

filf^'Rf^I? TO*^, (TT-TO^tft 'Q ?T^1# TOf^ 'Q ?lt^^ TO[TOJ«TtW 
i£I?t lilt (TfTO TO ?t?.TOT*t 5??^?? Mto ?s^ sjf^— 

■*T^f^ ?t^TOfC*f? ^TT^C^ TOT? “'CT ??T<1^ ??—^ i 

wTt TOT^f^?5wi? ’*r^ ’jl^? nh, TO^ TO?TO? ^fr^ ?i^to:?^?s 
flff^RC ' H? ^ t^RTO (TO ^[f%TO I ^ 

TOT?? ■*f^ (TOI<3 TO?s ^^RTOT^ ?^ (71 ftffw Rto To 

TO?s R#? ?CTO TO#©t? ^t%TO I 

WT^TT< 

V I ?T?«TIT7PTO5 1toi TO*-'oh'o TO® TO?^ ^u(.<i ^RT i)?^ '???€f 

^TO? ‘fll^ R?7R TO^ <3 t^-f^^K3F? fifWJ^ TOf^ ???^ ’if?^ ^ 
sfC5(? ?|@? f^ro3?TI®R ‘flF^?Tt^ Rto ?sC? CTOT SfC?TW? C? 
?T5TO?to tt^R®! r^sttw? TOf TOcw? wi^ii ?stotR wfro i 
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I iiRs<2fT ^ sff^ ^l?rc^ Tfff^ 

^ «t®fwr3? «tf^ >r'si^'c^^ c^r3it I 

vsm^ ^rrsnf^, ^srrf^^, 

c^i^twra ^5fw^ ^rsputvs '8^2ffv&^iw i 
No l ^C^ H vSl^C^Sil «f»ff%? W^'Q ?Tt«Tf?:«Tc»m 

i£RP ^ ^J7S^ ^ l^tTO I 

io I ‘iJ?s^ f^t?r^®RI WtW WTsI fifC^rtW^ (?^ CT, ‘^ft%si <^|R»'3IH’S ^snf^ 'Q 

>ll^f§[^ ^ ^^oUCHf-R "‘fm 'Q <?*fmTO 

<ims^ f^^?r%i i c^ T®ai ^ 

^rf^«ic«^ ^snf^, 'Q ^TwN%^ 

CT 2fFQ ^STt^rP® "^51? ^(1%®ftC5I ^|R»'®I(.H *71 f3Rrf-2j%f3F?rt 

(?Kt ^ ’tl^'Q ^ fiPTtft I 

I f^-^rff%^5rp ^-’^rc'es^ ^sR#w^ 

a<af|f^<P'6|c.<^ R<^|'3> I ^-^Tfft '3 'aid^'SrC.'h'Q <5^ 

Tf^ I m WT (71 

■sf^Shi^mtiTT? 1%cTO,—(7!^ ^ ^ 

^*fsn5li?i*f 2ft*i^ipft Rw^? sic^i’f c<?nr^ "5^ ^w i 

I ^<*nwc“t^ w*! Iwtf^ ’pgrs^rr ^sif^Rn??^ fHtfw 

lilC'nl C^Ptl^ ’sn^ft ^lf^C?J ^l(.<1 I til(,>1^5 

liitn I fif «rtwT,— 

5j^5K^ T^ ^ ^ I ^ ^%Til 

^«»35^ ^sms^ ^f^ftit^, ^srtf^ >8 c^ 

^mus^ OT-OTi ^mrsiwn:^ ^ ^pn:^ i 
^< 1171 ^ (ji 2ry« wmr® ^shw ^ ^,— 

*1?^^ wm Ti^ ^ ^55Ttwc*ra ^^srriTra 

■^^«ijc-^ c^«r ^ I 

^ I Tf^^rnTfTO TOf»f-c2tf^ ^ ^r?n:^ 

I i^Htw <ij^^ ^ 

^ ^ 1 

C^PTHt fiJ^lNT^ (71^ "flTTC^—(Tit 

'si^vs ^snsffm ^ I <£m^ ’rf^vix^H ’51^ TrfTOTP^ fNr-flf^ ^sn^ 
Mt^<'^W'8 (711^ ^—^'8 W ^ ^ I 

i8 I ^^^rrwc»i ^t<Tw c^tfl^TT ^^snrsRi 1^ ^ m t c»t%rT 
^[Wi? ^rmro Sim 1 ‘fit (T^f^ro? 21 ^ 

(?lt I ^'GTIT^ ^lk»t?I i|Hf^<P «l^f% 1t*T «fT^- 
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I ^51^ ^'GTnff 'if^^SIHl ’Itft'^ 

^5PT3OT?t I ^ ^Ut%?s i >JMfi«i^^ l ^ 

w^ c«^^'f# 3i^i^i>'C'5^ ^ 'sn:*jj < 7 ^ 1 Tfi^rfrtfTO 

^snsj^ c^r^ ^'STitft ^ *<3 (TTSTTO c’tf^ >f^afm mt^ 

f^^ritt &<?^rc^ 15 ;^ ^c«ic^ 1 ’^srf^Rit^t ^'STTift (?m's ^ 
TO C>iTOt^ ^ "^*11 ^JTO I ^f^f^rbcvo ^^5rm ^sfiw ^ 

Tt^TOT^^ Tt^twf ^^sttrsi^ WT C=T^i:^^ 

TO?>?si ?frTO I f^wt V5ii^<itf^n:^ 1 ^ 

TO5-Mt ^nc?i I ^?TOfTO %vft^\o cnf^ 

c’tf^t to:^ Tif^ef-'*^ i£if%t^ (?i ^ ’trc^,— 

♦rns-TO!) ^ 5 .^ 

^(2- I 'i)<P«P'»l(.’q ’«l5l'0C4 'i>(R<ll<f'»|(.< ’1|R»'8H ^ 

<TRp-^OT TOf^ ■^, ^5rr*f?>^'8 ^[f^ 

I 

i'b I <ll' 8 t(l*^rs<I‘, t£R?. ^lf^'3lc*i^5 ^C*? 

?r^TOT fifTO^ ^'Q^t ^ I <iR# C’tl^ 

Wt% Rcijl^ <pwt^ ^^rRs-c<plG«r5i I f^ 

cam CT ^ «iH^N c^'sr?i ^ 

'8 CTt’ftWt’t ^FT^'S <1T^-C^FtC®t? 'Oi^^ei ^ I ^ 

^5RT ^??Tm -nt^RT? ^ C^FtoSRI TOR«r 

I ^T^'8 ^ “^rn^-Gi^ '*iiiij*^®rf5r=^ c^Nni 

TOt^T ^ tilt TO I ‘^«J3C5T ‘*tt^-(7tof^ 

9m ^'Q ^ ^ I ^ TOik (7Ft®t^ 

’rf^srscPT <trto ’fF^ sfi^c^ »f%»fT^ ^ toc^ w ^ 1 

’h:^ ^i®Fu ^®ftw ^sfsTRj ^ 

^ OT, CTO C=T<3TIT?I TO5C®5l3f?f ^p-sic*® ^>13^ ^ 

"TOf ^i^'Siwisj «i\©aiH 'oi*i'3^ifi sr®r^ c^'QnT ^i5R ^ 1 

fFrTOJrf^ 

I ?rrf*r?rRi ^r 3 it%'s >»ikoc4' fNt c^^ ^twFi sfc^ <pg«I^®i i 

t%c?r$5^, TO^, ^ ^jiwiF»iira «j%c<'^ ?i?S 

^IC ^'8 fiJvsj'sp'tolW ft^ ^5J£TO ^??*I '£t^*f <PG<)I^ 1 ^ "^T^RTO 

fF? <T>wc5 ,—'*tiFptoc^'Q <?^l^ \ fFr 

CTO ^WR TOf^ ^??nc^ SfWTOCR I mf^TOC^ 

TOKT C^<3TO TOT fFr TO TO^‘f "TO—TOttTO ^lFl*1 I 

WtW C^, TOT^ ^ITO ^ Rt?TO Rt TOC^ CTO 
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fine® ^ mm ^ ^ fin:^^ <^«no w i 

^-^9i\sQ wre^T (71 sni^f ^-'snf^ 's 

>i^'(7rf1^ ft^ ^rc^ snsr^ 

^5R€t< ^ ^ ?5»f ^ ^ ^p^fiTR ff^ >£n^n w ^ 

70 ^ I ft^-TTT^ tt^IOT^T? tisI^^tTC^ am (7R7T te lf=T 

nif^TO <mv f^re^ w(€t?i Tf<c^ 1%*^ 

(7f'«ii?jfH I ^s«TTe*ii?n^ fife?} ^re^ ■^[c® ^(.®i 

^srnH^ firf^^ (71 ^5rt®wr#?i c^ f^voiw m ^^'q 

ft^ R wb'^i ^ I 

iv I t^e*f^n f^'^ic® c’ftwrr 

^ (71, <i!t^iH ^ ’fr^-fti?^ “W ^5t^-feT^ ^smzRnw ff^ 

.c^ wm?? ^ I 

I 7Ti:7f i£i?Pw=T Tilt ct, ^n fw's 

cpt'GTrf ^ i %t, (?T<3Tn '?nn ^smmj, ent^ i 

^ (Totent^ ^'«n ^ 

^^^TK7fe»m Tt^twf Tf^firnTT? ^ finrstt '>iiAi^iHi^i ^ 

^'Q ’r:^ ^<?rf< ^ "imf ^ 1 

c^o I ^»tw Tfwre?^ ^ aim wf ^ero (tt, Tf^Tpo^fe^s 
(7?e*ra “W ^5ni#lh[ ^i#fm fij1%^i ^ne^ ^ 
^ I i£l^<?n W ^ (7!^ ^ ^ W ^ (71 ftjf% ^ 

^?is?rm wr ^?5nuTi?»m (ti ¥<kf TO to 1%%^ TOTOtii sro 
^tlro TOU5 'sp^sm TO WRT Hff© «ngfc*^ ‘^«?t'Q toit® 

I 

I TOT® Tf^r^o^ -^i^Rs err® <^’5ie«i ■^?TO'T(TO Tf^iro^ '®tc^ sfro*!! 

-^n fif^n to, TOe^ TOr*n to ^trofro 
Tf^JETTOs TO ^ I 

I ^?TOiTO w TO wm TOT ^ 'Q W^rtf^tTO 

CTO fif^ TOt? TOT'S TOC®^ ^tTOPW 7?^ 2f«?R7T f)f[® (Tf'STTt I 

TO[® lil^swtC^ ■^'S ^T^irfro 'S P|’of<p®l (TfTO® ^1tC5 ®t 

^ ®R^jc® 7ff%«r liitoin TOf^tto cTOi tocto fiftor >3 to 
^ ®toc®^ TO® Tf^nesf fif«?m (2!f% ^tec’t 
?Tt® TOC® 7P^ I -^^cTfcvtCTO ft^toRTT ®TO TOT (71 CTO ^mi!^ 
■^'S¥f^ TO^C^ ®T?® CTO® ’f^f^Wt 'S 

^^’^nc^ffrom TO^ CTO ®fwc®'8 toc^ ^ i 
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'5i'«TfFra ^ c^i, 

^ fims c wn:^»n?r? ^ _ 

^ f^tw^ C^\b|W«lW< 

^*i^r^i, CT—1%^ f^r^ wvbic<j*iw<j f^§ 

'srf^TO c'S^pff^ >ii^Q<* ’tm 's ^ ^ 

n«r35#?s TTtsntw^ <iT'^\^ ^^^jtsr:^ wf ^ (ti ^sfwrm mrce^ 

^ ^ '© ^rmiTRf ^ f^” 

f^r?n:^ I 

5p^eieT ^ f*r^ vb^fblif 

WRH (71, I&f^C's f^S chisel>iM 'SrlPiCyC^.H I 

^ io c^ ^5Tf%c’«f 2fi5Tf^ “ntf^m^ 

^Rll\roC'® f^-f*f^F^ ^if^r© (7FSTC^'*R 2R^ I (TT^^TflTT 

^TT^lf^ ?|f^ 'Q W^^=B ’t'^n®Tf|[?P 

^srfwm 'Q TT^tro^ f^sfvf^u< ^srnzFSfef mn^rt i” 

“■5tct\5if%^ ^sdwr^ vs Tfftwm ^m'sifw 

^srnzRT:'^ (TTWf^ ’life'sIw<j 'Q f%r*fw ^ nrfwfro 

jfto ^ >rt*fm<^ <3 'ststtht sd^^rTT^g^^ tei 

<fiC.<1C.^>^ I i£|^ W(flf^ Wt sn't ^ '^(711^ 

^ (?m 1” 

“1^ (7mc5*R >imR<i "‘tm ^8 

i£i^“ w*d^ ‘iiR ©T'ij'Q ^®i'«ifai<p ^fsn^ 

<j<-5^|<5 ^gF(J 'Q ^^®r? WT ^\b«i^q<p «qj-q-3^l55 'oiR'nc.^i 

vai-i^s^lH ^fTf^ 'SrWlC*^ l” 

(£ft Cl^vblW*1(L^ ^TC5? WT#?I f*f^ Tft^rf^'Ol^? ^o 

C^ I 
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ALL-INDIA TRADE UNION BODY TO HELP BANGLADESH 
From Our Special Correspondent 

New Delhi, May, 24.—A 34-member Committee with 
representatives of all important all-India trade union bodies has been set 
up with Dr. Maitryee Bose as President to mobilise public opinion in 
favour of the liberation movement in Bangladesh. 

This is probably one of the rare issues on which all the major trade 
union bodies have agreed to work closer. The Committtee, to be known 
as National Trade Union Committee of India for solidarity with 
Bangladesh, will contact international trade union bodies and trade union 
organisations in other countries to acquaint them with the struggle in 
Bangladesh. 

The Committtee includes Mr. S. S. Mirajkar and Mr. S. A. Dange of 
AITUC, Mr. P. Ramamunthy and Mr. Monoranjan Roy of CITU, Mr. 
Santi Patel and Mr. Mahesh Desai of HMS, Mr. Jatin Chakravarty and 
Mr. Sreekant Nair of UTUC, Mr. George Femendes of Hind Majdoor 
Panchayet, Mr. Subodh Banerjee of UTUC (Lenin Sarani) and Mr. A. P. 
Sharma and Dr. Maitryee Bose of INTUC. Dr. Bose has been elected the 
President of the Committee. 

Dr. Maitrayee Bose told newsmen here today that the Committee had 
decided to hold an All India Bangladesh Day on June 19 when peaceful 
demonstrations would be organised demanding recognition of the 
"democratic republic of Bangladesh." Demand would also be made for 
the release of Sheikh Mujibur Rahman, now in custody of the West 
Pakistani military rulers. 

The Committee would also appeal to be workers in India to donate 
one-day's salary to help the workers of Bangladesh. The workers would 
be asked to send their donations to the Bangladesh mission in Calcutta. 

Dr. Bose said that there was tremendous response to the "solidarity 
with Bangladesh call" from all major trade Union Organisations in the 
country. She hoped to raise the Bangladesh issue at the international 
workers meet in Geneva in June. 

The Jana Sangh Parliamentary Party decided this morning that each 
member of the party would contribute one day's allowance of Rs. 51 for 
schemes for the rehabilitation of refugees from Bangladesh. 




88 *^ 

PfWHPl ^ 

‘C’f^ ^ — ^'^ixll'SrN ^ 

te*t ^K- 


GET WORLD INVOLVED IN BANGLADESH 
—Dinesh Singh M. P. 

(Former Minister of External Affairs) 

The heroic struggle of the people of Bangladesh has to be sen in the 
context of the developments in the Indian sub-continent. The elections in 
India, Pakistan and also Ceylon have established beyond doubt the 
people's choice in favour of democracy, change and stability. In selecting 
their leaders and parties people have unmis-takably, expressed their 
desire for rule by the people even in the face of military domination. 
They have equally opted for rapid transformation of their societies 
peacefully and have given their over-whelming support to those who 
they thought would be able to realise their aspirations. 

It was against this background that India lent full support to the 
Government of Ceylon, when it felt that an attempt was being made to 
thwart the expressed will of the people. Therefore, it was only natural 
that when a similar situation was created in Pakistan, India should have 
taken the same stand. Our Parliaments pledge to extend sympathy and 
support to Bangladesh was based on the same considerations. The will of 
the people had to be respected. A society governed by democracy has no 
other option. Prime Minister Indira Gandhi’s bold statement in the Lok 
Sabha on May 24, 1971 was a continuation of the sympathy and support 
resolved by Parliament and it should be welcomed. 

Bangladesh is therefore, not an exercise in isolation but a 
manifestation of the aspirations of the people living in this part of the 
world. It is a reflection of the struggle of the people of Pakistan to throw 
off the Yoke of Military domination. It is a movement for the 
establishment of democracy and fundamental human rights. This is clear 
from the results of the elections held in Pakistan not long ago under the 
Martial Law Administration. Out of 313 seats in the National Assembly 
169 in East and 144 in West Pakistan. Sheikh Mujibur Rahman's Awami 
League and its suporters were expected to commend the allegiance of 
207 members. A clear majority in the Assembly. 

Their six-point plan was certainly not a recipe for session either. 
Why should a majority want to break away from the minority ? And 
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President Yahya Khan had acknowledged Sheikh Mujibur Rahman as 
the future Prime Minister of Pakistan. Besides in the six-point 
programme presented by Sheikh Mujibur Rahman a Federation of 
Pakistan was the first point. It was the sudden, unwarranted and ruthless 
attack by the West Pakistani armed forces in Bangladesh against 
defenceless civilians that split Pakistan. 

Upsurge 

Therefore, it is a case of the upsurge of the people of Pakistan 
against military dictatorship established by colonialist intrigue. It is a 
question of our lending support not to a secessionist move as Pakistan is 
trying to make out but to the upsurge of the people of Pakistan to 
establish a democratic society. 

This has been our traditional approach in foreign affairs. Should we 
not extend help to those across our borders when they are fighting for the 
same values we have supported in international forums ? When we raise 
our voice against apartheid in South Africa, when we support armed 
intervention against the minority regime in Southern Rhodesia, when we 
press for the liberation of peoples under Portuguese domination, can we 
be mute spectators to the un-precedented atrocities across our borders ? 
Can we shut our eyes to the ruthless repression, the want on killings in 
Bangladesh ? Are they not entitled to fundamental human rights ? Will 
not millions of refugees come to India if this carnage is not stopped ? 
Should we not help them ? Never sine independence have our national 
interests and our ideals coverged so closely as they have done in 
Bangladesh. 

We have the refugees now. Four million today; seven million 
tomorrow and ten million the day after. Nobody knows how many will 
come; how much we shall have to spend on them; and for how long. 

How can this be Pakistan's internal affiar ? When large numbers of 
people are forced out of country's borders into another country, it is no 
longer an internal affair. It is a form of aggression, occupation of the 
territory of another country. If people can be forced out of a country into 
another without firing a shot to case economic pressures and to find 
solutions to political problems, why go to war? Pakistan cannot be 
permitted to balance the problem of numbrs between East and West 
Pakistan this way. Bangladesh is an international issue today. A case of 
genocide trampling of fundamental human rights and the violation of the 
frontiers of a neighbouring country. 
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But we are losing time. We have already missed the critical first 
three weeks in the euphoria that got built up. It should have been 
assessed that Pakistani repression would send a flood of refugees to 
India. If we could have assisted the Mukit Fauz to consolidate its 
position in the liberated areas, the refugees may not have been forced to 
come to India. And even if they had come to India, they could have been 
sent to the liberated areas. The Government of Bangladesh could have 
sought international support and the pressure would have been on 
Pakistan to settle the matter. The pressure today is on us. There are no 
refugees in Pakistan. 

Recognition 

The question of formal recognition of Bangladesh and the timing if it 
must be left to the Government to decide. Of course, recognition will 
give strength to the freedom fighters and there arc no legal or 
constitutional barriers. The question now is of future action. 

If the Mukti Fauz could give protection to people over a sub.stantial 
area against attacks of Pakistani army the refugees from India could still 
be moved to Bangladesh. Alternatively a determined effort will have to 
be made to involve the international community in sending the refugees 
back. They will not want to go back unless theii security can be 
guaranteed—unless they can be protected from the atrocities of the 
Pakistani army. 

The approach to the world community has to be a positive one. We 
can certaily ask for more funds. But the response to the appeal of the 
U.N. Secretary-General has been disapointing. May be we shall get 
some more money. But that will not solve the problem. Pakistan must be 
made responsible by United Nations to reimburse us in full the 
expenditure we incure on the refugees. The international community 
must assume the responsibility of ensuring the safety of the refugees. 
Refugee camps should be established in East Bengal under U.N. 
supervision to house the refugees now in India and others that may come 
later, till a settlement is reached to establish Bangladesh on any basis 
freely acceptable to the people of East Bengal. 

The military junta of Pakistan is desperately trying to cover up its 
ignominious action by creating an impression of Indo-Pakistan issue or 
even conflict. We must not allow this to happen. The matter has to 
Government of Bangladesh with international good offices as necessary. 
We must, therefore, give every support to the Government of 
Bangladesh. There is equally a danger of Pakistan fanning communal 
feelings. This must be firmly resisted. That is why the refugees must be 
sent quickly to camps to be established by U.N. in East Bengal 



Pakistan's diplomacy has succeeded so far in preventing intervention 
by India; they have successfully kept up China as a counterpoise and 
they have manoeuvered to keep the United Nations and the big powers 
out. We need to take a vigorous international initiative to demolish the 
house of lies built by Pakistan and simulataneously present specific 
proposals for international action. We must get the world involved in 
Bangladesh quickly. 

No matter how long it takes-whether a couple of weeks, a couple of 
months or a couple of years, the people of Pakistan are bound to wrest 
their freedom from military domination and the people of Bangladesh 
are bound to win their independence or make any other arrangement 
they choose. We must wish them every success— (INFA). 
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^i^Tiww ■*n1% 'SfHc® 1^'»r*Fm 

sir ^(?r®t Stosfwn ^Tt^«f vf®^ Rc^pcei >u’^ 

ifir^ <?T®H ^ I 

sr<?n:5i^ c»i^ fepm 1^s ^ i 

1^8 wm 1k»m^ i 

St^Tmm«r <ic«ic^, nt^ >ii^f^'^ ’t'twi^ wr c«f^ w^ 

^ 'bHC'© K51 ^srryrni ct ^wm? c^ 

>i ' ^ ' <^ 'n : ^^ "^n:^ i t^s v£i^ wnra 

>1<5<PlW^l Sf^»T*t <liW{.^*i I 

3t5Tmmc«m 'SK^, ‘‘if^ ^snf^ ^nrcsi 

TO«f ^srn:^ i ^ ’*if^'ot% to 

Tft^ ^ ’ilRi^ffW*? 'TO ^tf'Q^ ^ W®t nt'STlT ^ 

^n I Rvgt^^ 's 2ic?ii®?% ^srtf^ ^ ’life's h «tit:^ 

^mc^i, c?rm, c^^roer®, tot, C3??r^ff%, ^ 

iTOC^ I e^ Wl’f ^wc^*i I i£l?f^ 'STTlf^^^ 

^5rc&i¥f ^TR?^ I ^ ^^^fTTrom wm f^ro ^l^'ST^^^<^ 

2ff^ <£!^K (TT’^TR^ W\^<^ W=TT n®f^lQ"<» ^5(f^TO ^51^ ^ I 

31>ll'ST's4>St TOT5H 

’f© ■yT<S5TC^ St^rm'T C^»lPlf^ ^TTO I OT'^TR?? ^rt^Wlf^ 

■JTsrRf^ 31 C’*)®iH I ^tijrc’t 5^t^TRT5F*f ^ CTOR ■^^I'srvsil C'l'©lc'i<i 

TOF ^TOT'^-^IWlb^Tl CTOT:^ I ^ TOC^ 

\5TTO 'src^JT WT’sft^ oilC^leH-sl 3T^, ^UJC'i'SJ TO? 

CTO ^|5ls1® ^'QTI? 'Q ^p^TO? fif?tR5l|t?^ C?®lt®fTO 'Q 

(RWtWTt®? TTsrpsrsft TOT? (R^’f I 

C*i'6?C^ TO^F §tR[?t?C®f? 'i>Tf^t^-'allC®lli>HI C?*l ^C'aR'srH?* 9,C?t^ I 
f^8 5T^ ?T5^rfWC»t? wm ^TOTR^ ■^'STTT RTI^'Q 

Wltfl^ ’llRi^lW? ^’f? ?tbfN%?s S^m 1?TO ?s?^^ I 

^§lHl?f?®T (.•i'®?t^ TOF TOSITOT? <I^W CTO <I»W(.5^*i ?s?Ml'^l 
?(.«i(.9.*s I '£l?^r? &c®l ?T? ‘^1?* CR’*I1C*1 '*11®flW^ ^<1^3 *^1?^ 




*1^*1 j (. 1^5 fil^ I c<p*f >1^1 

'SHTT ■25:to i ^rmjc^ w^ <if^ 

'grtsfr^ ^ii4iot^ <m^ ^ft^ wr ^ 1 

C5jfe te%5R <?Tf^ %t c^r^rnTT ij^ 1 ^ 

>i^<mI 1 <?n$^5fg 7rn:9i ?s?us ^ 1 ^ ^ 

(?rp< ^? 5 Tfm wm c^ 1 

^ c<«fi:^ wr^TOi c^, c^'s ^ ^ 1 ^ 

Tp?n^ ^ ■ii'j-^'sfiti'c^ nrf^sm^ ^ f^T 2 R'?Ri 'snlt ^ 1 
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—<ii^^nm%i __ 

■?rT? 5 rrw*n:^ ft^ f»PT 

wfsr *ft^^ ^ I sf*fl^r5i|t Stsrit ’ffft ^srfTO^ I ^ 

(?r«fi:^ t^? c^ ^ I ■^scTOot^ viHTT c%^ 

I ’Ti^ c^ f^rcro i 'sniro 

'3lC'i4 I I I C'f’^Tf 

fwcTO wrm I TOT mm fw»nw i m ^ i 

wm ^Tcstj ^ ^ 1^ I 

C4:§]^ I f% ^M? t><l^ '^^rl^'ij <5'^® ?r^^vC^ 

^5PT^#?i %wf 1 t¥t%t mm cTOi c^ i 

^rrsimflrwm i i mi cm w^ ckro ^sn^ra 

1k«^ ^5T^ I wofm'm ^ I 'QTO cwm m I 

^fk?i m^ t^it%m I mm ^^(%i ^fSTR:^ ^ i 

cmm mmc^ ^ Ik^ m\^'i\ ^ ^ 

ci} >|fivg ^ I ^%rJnTOT fl'©®f ^ I TTW ^^sTfrsi^ 

vft5^ I afmt^ ’R:? ^ks sff%i::^*j ^ i (jmcm oi'^rt 

I ms ^’T^pwt I Wo ^ I 

'5T^rw Evil'S} ^s|3^'qc«iR.'o WWW “oif^ f% w 

twp*tj I <; i f^c ' ^c^^?f t% f ?[^^ liR^^twc^fkTO^sn^ i 

wi ^ ^ W'Ttff^ C3T^ I ^ Tf?5rm <?riwo ^ ^srm^Trrf^ 
^*w«( 'sji^ I fww ww tw ’q«r:^ sf*iH^|]? *ff^'!sreTf 1% 

W'tt^ ^ *r:^ ww trocw <n|t-TO 1^ ww? m\ ^flRw 
’tiiHJil^ cm? ^snl^ ww wi:^? ’f® 

^’^ITCW '0ll'3©firi<^» Sff^fSRTRH f% 'S?®1 C?5l<2lT5I ’1'^tc*^ 

OTi ^wTsrfWfi^ I cm ^ I ^ i 

■^?oTfOT*f I mfi ‘^nf^ww ^‘‘T^ ’^(.uc^ I mi. ‘‘if^w? 

I Tf^ ^?;elR:>i'*t W®Rff^ fWTo ^ fk^RW 

I W®? WI C5I^ ?P^<1CW fl*f(2j^ >iCHl'»N^ ^ w 

I #siit ^ w*rm mm <M'iJici^H i ct 
mi <3^0^^ ^ cw, ^’w^'s w«n^f^ ^rscw ^ ^i?icw 'sRf^ i 

^ "“ff^ WCW ^WTsTIWt I WW Sf^'Q ^*ff ^ 

v2Fw^^ w«n^ c^Ht fk?r mi^ ’*fTc^ i 1^^ ’^n^ cw^'q m 
wu® c^§m mm i c’tfst 'Srit^'c<^ cwj mm 'ism c^ 
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wnt ^TTsrfw I ’ff'QTrf m? ^ wm? irtft i 
te Tpsni <5it>m c*m i cpp*w#5^ \ 

H?ii1^—•»t^«nffbT?i to tor f% ^ ^ <?fwc^ wf^ (gt^? 

toTc^ 

I 2(*TH5iff^ <TC2i Wt? "5^ 

^ ’^«t t>iOT wc? ^to? ’ipR (?prr ^^sto ^rt i sr^ 
’^«nto5 ^ ^ ^ <?im^ ^ ^ ^tw I to’Rst %m 

1^[W^ ^fflR^^Rt I <^1^ fift^Jlf^RS 

^Rt^^rrmiRs ftff% wR I Rtw TiwR ^^sfift 

I 'G^ mi Tcm toR^ ’*m'=nff^ i ^ <?ii<^wh 

^5RC^ I (fR5«n W CTO Rl| RRC^ RR OTtR RRC^ TO RT I tRT%T 

TO RRltoR t®^-^5[toR ^RR RRTO RT I Rf^RfCRCRR RWfR 
TO^SIRs to ^Srto CWTC^ I biRto CRRt RTO TOl1%R Tjsf^R I ^ ^ 
RTTO^ fRRR 'ilTO RHR Rt I Rl^ W-J^IR CRTRlto WR R^TO I ^R«1W 
Tf^ Rt?RTCR»fCR I fiTO RTO ^Rl%rR ®RR RRT®fCRR RR I ^£(C^ 
TOCR ^RT^RTR toRJR Rt% I RRRftfR RTCRR WfCR snSTTRsCRR CRRRI I 
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w5ifij^5iTOtPmtlt 

viUhIH ^ ^ ^StTO ^ ^^T55n5t (?^ 

^T^, ^ ^ (f^ f& ^sri ^)—(jm w?ism*r ct 

vj'CHM^, ^ ^ ^sr?R, 

wm ^ I 

’twH ^fi^r^ra«t 'ii’«rn?T wrte fiic»jcH, ’^si^ ^ 

^ sito'ttiw ^<f ^ ^5TO 

^ 4m«t ^^ ^ ^ 

<oU^'G Oi^ I 

-iJ ^’t't, ?T^gft=Tf^ ^ 

'S^ m <r^fW <tiWC^ I 

1 ?p^ ^sRfl^ ^^fwi^j wn ^ 

^■3RT? ®Tw? I 'ii’^fTK^t? "TO c»m ^ wnsf 

?l'G^ ^C?1C^^ I 

&15iRh r©!^ Jff^r^, 'Q <i**t*®f’^H 1 %^ 

j§t5TRrra«f >if^lts^j;i£i^ ^sgwf%p?^ 

' 2 ^, "^T® ^'©ly C^ c5f%f%*f3T HRPi 'S 

^ -yim^TO 5l^«t ^ I 

! 2 {f^!%fw wmij, !!{f^_wra TsrC^T 
■^*rn^ >i^i^v^'f^ <ciic.^—ifTST^vs i voistiv?! 

(?PT^ >l>iWJ^ '^(.“K.^'^ ^®M ^ <ljHIW ^?( I 

I 

(S 1 <!jCS^ '*llC«l!Hl<^lt *1 l^sl^ C^ 'STCT <PWH 'ailwl 

'Q >iai i cJ T^ 'sn:*jj 1^ ^ ^ ^*nw ^^*iic'ic*i'a wr^ 

'Q ■^s?R'ST:?i®f«?r ii^c^ wrsH (?TC3F5ift?i 3 t^TM?i®t 

CTOCP?^^ m^rt»^i 

^pc 5 ^5B[ ifft *iH®n ^cTO CT, '®TOi ^rr^c®tsr^ ^ ctw (?to 

c^ (?k I ^_ 

vffSt csn?T 1 ^ ^ 

^ro?R, ^ W5| ^>TO*U ^ «sf5! 255 ^ I «£l’?R C^PTsns 

4t ^ C^Pf 





YOUTH FOR BANGALDESH : AN APPEAL 

A tragedy too deep for tears, titanic in proportions stalks West 
Bengal. The rest of India may have read or heard about it. But the people 
at large in the sub-continent have yet to show a burning concern or 
involve themselves personally and individually with the unprecedented 
crisis that deepens each day like a gathering storm before it overwhelms 
this state and engulfs the country. 

The ghastly upheaval in East Bengal, which we emphatically 
decelared not to treat as Pakistanis internal affairs and yet treated it as 
such, has now become very much our own affair ! In course of the past 6 
weeks, FIFTY LAKHS of refugees from Pakistani terror—exceeding 
10% of crowded West Bengal's population—have poured into West 
Bengal. They are still coming in at the rate of 60,000 a day and there is 
no abatement in sight. Experts estimate the total figure to go up to the 
region of ONE CRORE. 

The long term effects of this colossal influx will doubtless be left 
acutely through the rest of this Century. 

But the harrowing distress of this vast multitude who left everything 
and have trekked without proper food for weeks and the serious 
problems arising there from have to be tackled NOW and constitute a 
supreme challenge to the nation as a whole and specifically to the Youth 
of India. 

Of the 50,00,000 nearly 20 lakhs are living under trees or in open 
unproteetted grounds. Rains arrived early this year. The fate of these 2 
million, exposed to heavy showers and cold nights can be imagined. 
Especially the condition of little children, some of whom have lost one 
or both parents by Pakistani bullets or in opidemics, beggars description. 

Conditions in the camps due to shortages of food, medicines space 
and personnel is frightening, where death is a frequent and daily visitor. 

As if this was not enough. Cholera has broken out in an epidemic 
form and is spreading fast. The 50-mile route from Krishnanagore to 
Shikarpur on the border is dotted with the dead and the dying. The 
stench of rotting flesh fils the air. Harrowing scense of babies suckling at 
dead mother's breasts, lone widow till fanning the cold forehead of dead 
husband, of dogs tearing up the bodies of those two-weak to resist, line 
the road in our border districts. The heart-ending sight of little 
bewildered children suddenly orphaned by cholera guarding their parents 
bodies on lonely roadsides are not uncomnrion. 





Cholera, according to conservative estimates, has killed over 3000 
refugees. But this is only the beginning! The epidemic is spreading fast. 
Emergency has just been declared in Calcutta, which had been free of 
cholera for years! And as the rainy season advances typhoid and later on 
small pox will join the train of mass killers. 

So far the refugee problem has been tackled by the State 
Governemtn with active assistance of the Union Government. But the 
problem is now too vast even for our Governments to tackle. Foreign 
help has been sought and has begun to arrive. 

But there is tremendous scope and opportunity for us personally and 
collectively to do something. This appeal is an invitation to the Youth of 
every State of our Republic to come forward and make their 
commitment. 

There is urgent need for : 

1. Voluntary Personal Service in refugee camps. 

2. Organisational Work in one's own area, 

3. Contributions. 

Service: 

1. Immediately needed are hundreds of Doctors (must be at 
least final year students but internees and qualified doctors 
preferred), trained Nurses, Compounders or Pharmacists. 

2. There is also need for dedicated general volunteers, both 
male and female, preferably with some experience or 
training for care of the refugees and especially of the 
children, in camps and elsewhere. 

Minimum period of service to be contributed will be 3 
months. Food and lodging will be available free at the place 
of posting. 

Organisational: 

For purposes of maximum mobilisation of young people, 
we will encourage formation of organised groups in State, 
District. Thana & even at Block levels. Through these 
bodies we propose to build up public opinion : 

1. Against the earnage committed by Pakistan by holding 
photographic exhibitions of the atrocities of the refugees, 
and public meetings etc. 

2. In Favour of recognition of Bangladesh and collect 
signatures in support of a petition (for which we have 
already collected in Calcutta nearly 300,000 signatures) to 
be submitted to the Prime Minister and also to the Secretary 
General of the U.N.O and. 
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3. To collect the following articles which wre urgently needed 
here: 

a. Food : Baby Foods, Tinned Foods, Rice, Dal, Salt, Sugar, Tea 

etc. 

b. Tarpaulins or Waterproof Covers for making tents. 

c. Clothings (New or Old); Dhotis, Lungis, Saris, vests and 

children and baby ware. 

d. Bed Sheets (chaddars), blankets etc. 

e. Umbrellas, Waterproofs or anything for protection against rain. 

f. Canvas shoes and chappals (all sizes). 

g. Medicines ; All types of Vitamins, Tonics Medicines for Flu, 
Fever, Gastro-Enteritis, and Childrens diseases Vaccines, 
Antiseptics, Phenyl, Bleaching Powder, Detergents and Soaps, 
Surgical Dressings. 

h. Money. 

Contributions : 

Those who wish to make direct contributions in any form will also 
be welcome to do so. 

Already such international voluntary organisations like OXFAM and 
WAR AGAINST WANT are here and working. Young British doctors 
are rendering admirable service. But I say this with deep regret that as 
yet no volunteers of any Youth Organisations from India are to be see. 
The Youth in India needs a great cause to make their commitment. Here 
is a noble cause, a magnihcient challenge : I am making this appeal in 
full confidence that Indian Youth will rise to the occasion and not only 
make the stay of the Five Million guests from Bangladesh a pleasant 
one, but will see, is necessary, with equal courage and determination that 
they return without hindrance and live in safety. 

Any offers of assisatnce and enquiries may please be addressed to : 


CHAIRMAN 

YOUTH FOR BANGLADESH 
14, Ezra Mansions, 

Calcutta-] 


Dated: June 10, 1971. 


MIHIR SEN 
Chairman. 
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MEMORANDUM SUBMITTED TO THE PRIME MINISTER 
OF INDIA BY THE CENTRAL RELIEF COMMITTEE OF 
GARO HILLS 

SRIMATI INDIRA GANDHI, 

Prime Minister of India. 

Respected Prime Minister, 

We, on behalf of the people of the Garo Hills, welcome you on your 
first visit to the district. Perhaps never before have we looked forward 
and eagerly awaited your visit to the district as today when your 
presence among us on this strategic border is so keenly needed and 
awaited. 

Together with our brothers and sisters all over the country we share 
in the legitimate pride and proud hope in your brave and progressive 
leadership of the country and whole heartedly pledge our co-operation in 
your efforts to vie our country a new image of strength and social justice 
to our people. You have again and, again demonstrated your genuine 
concern, friendship and solicitude for the people of this region. We pray 
that your special care for the people of this area will ever grow. 

Today however owing to the aggressive acts of the Army of West 
Pakistan of oppression and wanton outrage on the unarmed civil 
population of East Bengal and of naked aggression on our own borders, 
more recently, a difficult situation has arisen in our district. All along the 
one hundred and forty-four miles of international border, people have 
been crossing into our district since the start of the Pak army 
depredations on the 25th March, 1971. The influx is still continuing and 
to-date about two lakhs of evacuees have entered into this district, 
thereby swelling its population of about four lakhs to six. 

Coming in the wake of the mass influx of evacuees in 1964 some of 
whom are still in camps within the district this has imposed a severe 
strain on the people and the administration owing to the long and 
tenuous lines of communication. 

As it is, the district is almost entirely covered by hills with only 
small patches of flat land in the border areas, most of which is under 
cultivation. This committee has been grappling with the problem of 
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funding enough suitable land for pitching tents or putting up temporary 
shelters for the evacuees. 

We believe our Chief Minister, Captain Williamson Sangma, has 
already apprised your Government of the critical situation now 
prevailing in the district the lack of flat land, the difficult 
communications posed by a poor road system, the fact that our district is 
deficit in food requiring a very large part of its normal requirements to 
be brought from outside, and the occurrence of floods and landslides in 
the monsoon cutting off communications makes the presence of an 
evacuee population equal to half the population of the district an 
immensely difficult problem. We cannot therefore but strees the need to 
move the bulk of evacuees from the district as the continued temporary 
stay of such a large number of evacuees has created many social, 
economic and other problems. 

Besides, the influx of so many evacuees into the border areas has 
brought about great dislocation in the lives of the people living there. To 
this was added the repeated aggression by the Pak army into our territory 
forcing our border villagers to flee abandoning their cultivation and other 
means of livelihood and making them evacuees in their own land. For 
our unfortunate brothers and sisters who have been uprooted from the 
border villages we would request the special consideration of your 
Government for relief and other assistance. 

We humbly reiterate our support to your stand on the problem as 
stated in your speeches on the floor of the Parliament and from public 
platforms. The evil motives of the rulers of Pakistan has thrown this 
unwanted burden on every part of India's body politic to thwart our 
development by imposing on our limited resources the mass influx of 
evacuees and the aggressive intrusions on our borders. We reiterate our 
support to your efforts to find out a political remedy, your repeated 
messages to the major powers and your addresses to the conscience of 
the world. 

This is no time to emphasis local issues however important they may 
be Nevertheless taking advantage of your visit, we would like to draw 
your kind attention to the vital need for strengthening security 
arrangements along the border as well as ensuring facilities for building 
up a sound intrastructure for agro-industry in order to accelerate 
development of this economically backward area which has had to bear 
the brunt of the consequences of partition in 1947, including stoppage of 
border trade, repeated influx of evacuees and a disolocation of social and 
cultural life. 



We pray to the Almighty that you may be vouchsafed with long 
stewardship of our country and that under your leadership it will grow 
from strength to strength and in peace and prosperity. 

JA Jai Hind. 

Yours in service, 

GROHONSING A. MARAK. 

TURA, GARO HILLS. Deputy Speaker, Meghalaya Legislative 

the 12th, June, 1971. Assembly & Chairman, Central Relief 

Committee, Tiira. 

MODY K. MARAK, 

Chief Executive Member, Garo Hills 
Di.strict Council, Tura. 

SINGJAN D. SANGMA, M.L.A. 

Presdient, Garo Hills, District Congress 
Committee (R) & Vice-Chairman Central 
Relief Committee, Tura. 

ALBINSTONE M. SANGMA, 

Member of the Executive Committee, Garo 
Hills District Council & Vice-Chairman, 
Central Relief Committee. 

Tura. 
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CHAGLA WANTS INDIA TO RECOGNISE BANGLADESH 
"The Times of India" News Servcie 

BOMBAY, June 12,—While expressing gratitude to India for giving 
five million refugees from East Pakistan, four leaders of Bangladesh 
appealed to the Indian Government yesterday to recognise their country. 

They made the appeal at a public meeting here and were strongly 
supported by Mr. M. C. Chagla, who said, "India has committed the 
greatest error is not recognising Bangladesh. History will not forgive 
us." 

Mr. Chagla, who presided over the meeting, said that if India had 
recognised Bangladesh, it would have given a deadly blow to the two- 
nation theory, the vicious basis on which Pakistan was formed. 

Mr. Phani Bhushan Mazumdar, leader of the Bangladesh delegation 
now touring India, said that if India granted recognition to Bangladesh 
the Mukti Fauj would get a psychological boost. 

He said the other members of the delegation, Mr. Shah Moazzem 
Hossain, Mr. K. M. Obaidur Rahman and Mrs. Noorjahan Murshed felt 
that India should not hesitate to recognise Bangladesh as both believed 
in democracy, socialism and secularism. 

Mr. Mazumdar said that sine the inception of Pakistan, East Pakistan 
had been exploited by West Pakistan, both economically and politically. 
Even when 56 per cent of the people spoke Bengali, Urdu was imposed 
as the State language and Bengali students had to sacrifice their lives to 
resist Urdu. 

The uprising in East Pakistan, he said, was spontaneous. The Awami 
League had fought and won the elections on the six-point programme of 
Sheikh Mujibur Rahman. When the negotiations between Gen. Yahya 
Khan and the Sheikh were under progress, the people had no idea that 
Yahya Khan was planning the greatest genocide in world history. 

Mr. Shah Moazzem Hossain said that the formation of Pakistan was 
a blunder. The only link between East and West Pakistan was religion. 
Culturally, they had nothing in common. Many had felt that there was a 
conspiracy to wipe out the Bengalis. Economically East Pakistan was 
exploited and, while huge amounts were spent in building new capitals, 
nothing was spent on East Pakistan. 
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He said that it was Gen. Yahya Khan, Mr. Bhutto, the army and the 
capitalists of Pakistan who were disintegrating Pakistan, not Sheikh 
Mujibur Rahman, who had once been described by the present regime as 
a great patriot. 

The younger generation in Pakistan knew that the formation of 
Pakistan had been a mistake and that its functioning was an imposibility. 

The crimes committed by the Pakistan army, he said, were much 
great than those of Nadir Shah, Chengis Khan and Hitler. In one day in 
March, 10,000 people were killed. "The whole army was let loose on the 
sleeping innocent people of Bangladesh." 

He said he had been shot at thrice and had seen women being raped. 
He demanded trial of Gen. Yahya Khan for his crimes. 

Mr. K. M. Obaidur Rahman said India had a responsibility, as the 
biggest democracy, to democracy in Bangladesh. 

Mrs. Murshed demanded the release of Sheikh Mujibur Rahman, the 
release of all prisoners and the withdrawal of the Pakistan army from 
Bangladesh. 

Two Nation Theory DEAD 

Mr. M. C. Chagla said that Bangladesh had killed and buried once 
and for all time the two-nation theory. I had demostrated that it was no 
religion but culture and race which constituted a nation. 

Pakistan, which wanted to propagate Islam, had massacred 
thousands of Muslims. 

Mr. Chagla said that if India had recognised Bangladesh, it could 
have supplied anns to Bangladesh. According to international law India 
had every right to recognise Bangladesh. 

He appealed to the Government, in the name of national interest, 
freedom and democracy, not to hesitate in recognising Bangladesh. 

Bangladesh, he said, would not agree to anything short of freedom 
and Pakistan would have to concede it. He felt that if a plebiscite was 
taken in India, 95 per cent of the people would vote for granting 
recognition to Bangladesh. He warned that if recognition was denied, a 
new leadership might emerge in Bangladesh which might turn to China. 
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ALL STATES MUST SHARE BURDEN : 

Rajeswar Rao 

GAUHATI, JUNE 12.— Mr. C. Rajeswar Rao General Secretary of 
the CPI said here today that the influx of evacuees from Bangladesh had 
creadted a national crisis for India and no State had any right to refuse to 
temporary accommodate the refugees, says PTI. 

Addressing a Press Conference here this morning, the CPI leader 
asked the Union Government to press upon the States to accommodate 
the evacuees. 

Mr. Rao said the Centre appeared to have not yet felt the seriousness 
of the evacuee problem and had burdened the border States beyond their 
capacities. It was not the responsibility to border States alone but all the 
States of the Indian Union to share the responsibility. 

The CPI leader also advised the States to open hospitals with 
capacity of 200 to 250 beds in the border States for evacuees in 
expression of their solidarity with the Bangladesh movement and the 
people who were fleeing to this country for shelter and security. 

He said an explosive situation had developed in the border States 
with millions of evacuees entering them and more and more coming 
daily. Only five per cent were getting shelter in Government camps and 
25 per cent getting rations. The rest seeking shelter and food wherever 
possible. Such thing created tensions. There was also the cholera 
epidemic which had aggravated the situation. 

The CPI leader said the party had instructed all the State units to 
press their respective States to take share in the national burden and not 
to make the evacuee problem a partisan issue. So far as our party is 
concerned we are not making it a partisan issue and hope that other 
parties also do not do it, he said. 

Mr. Rao hoped the liberation movement would soon come to a 
successful end in Bangladesh and said, "We are grateful to the people of 
Bangladesh because they have raised the banner of democracy and 
secularism. By the movement in Bangladesh our secularism has been 
strengthened." 
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KUNZRU assails U.N.'s 
Lukewarm stand on E. Bengal DP problem 

"The Times of India" News Service 

POONA, June 13.— Dr. K. M. KUNZRU, President of the Servants 
of India Society, yesterday called for "Serious thought" on "our course of 
action" if condtions were not created by Pakistan for security and safe 
return of the others of refugees to their homes in East Bengal. 

No one would like a crisis to arise, but if it did in spite of the restrain 
returned by India "we should be fully prepared to meet it", he added. He 
was delivering the annual public address on the founder’s day of the. 

Dr. Kunzru made a scathing criticism of the United Nations, 
particularly the United States, for their "incrudulouness" in the 
beginning and the lukewarm attitude now towards the refugee problem. 

He pointed out how in spite of the belated appeal by the U. N. 
Secreatry-General, "no substantial" international aid for the relief of the 
refugees had been received so far. 

He contrasted this with the Hungarian cirsis of 1956 and said that 
when he "Hungarian freedom fighters" had to leave their country both 
the U.N. and America were anxious to relieve their distress. But 
provision for relief by them for East Pakistani refugees was "extremely 
inadequate" and slow in coming.. 

East Bengal had been a victim of one of the "most ruthless massacres 
known to history" The West Pakistani troops had committted "brutal 
atrocities to destroy the political and intellectual leadership, extreminate 
the minority community or drive it out of East Bengal and terrorise the 
whole population," he said. 

ARMS SUPPLY 

He said the tragedy had been treated as an internal affairs of Pakistan 
by England and America as if the gross violation of human rights was 
not their concern and that of the U.N. 






America, which was the "main source" of arms supply to Pakistan, 
had not expressed its strong disapproval of the brutalities committed by 
the West Pakistani troops in Bangladesh. Nor had it stopped the supply 
of spare parts to Pakistani armed forces or its economic aid to that 
country. 

Dr. Kunzru pointed out that the conflict in East Bengal had long 
ceased to be an internal affairs of Pakistan. 

The Western world, he thought, was not prepared "in their own 
interest" to take any step which would weaken Pakistan vis-a-vis India. 

GDR relief consignment 

CULCUTTA, June 13 : The first consignment of aid from the GDR 
Government consisting of six tonnes of cholera vaccines, antibiotics, 
vitamins and five tonnes of beds, tents, blankets etc. was handed over to 
Col. R. N. Luthra, Additional Secretary of the Union Ministry of 
Rehabilitation, at the Dum Dum Airport Mr. Werner Homey, 
representative of the Presidium of the Red Cross Society of the GDR 
was present, PTI. 





JP APPEALS TO WEST TO INTERVENE 

UNITED NATIONS, June 13 : World leaders has still time, though 
not such time, to solve the Bangladesh problem and restore peace, the 
Sarvoday a leader Mr. Jayaprakash Narayan, said yesterday addressing a 
rally before the United Nations. 

If they did not intervene, the whole sub-continent would be seeting 
with trouble with unknown consequences for the whole world, he 
warsed. 

Nearly 1,000 persons had marched from New York's Central Park to 
the United Nations in a demonstration organised by the Save Bangladesh 
Committee. 

On the way they demonstrated before the Pakistani Mission in New 
York. 

(Earlier about 30 West Pakistanis had marched from the United 
Nations to the Indian Mission and demonstrated there accusing India of 
inervention.) 

About 250 persons participated in the rally. The rain, however, 
thinned the numbers but some stayed behind to hear, among others, Mr. 
Jayaprakash Narayan and Mr. Iqbal Ahmed, a West Pakistani teaching in 
the U. S. A. and one of the accused in the Berrigan Brothers Conspiracy 
Case. 

Mr. Narayan, now on a world four said that Pakistani propaganda 
was saying that the trouble in East Bengal was the India-Pakistan 
problem or the Hindu-Muslim problem. 

But thanks to foreign correspondents, the world had slowly become 
aware of the real issue and the Pakistani propagandist attempts to fool 
the world and bide their crimes had failed. 

Analysing the history of the problem and the current situation in 
which over half a million people have been killed and over six million 
forced to seek refugee in India. Mr. Narayan said, "All these events have 
left the Western world indifferent and except for a few journals in the 
West and in America and Western Europe, there seems to be very little 
reaction. It seems the conscience of the world is dead." 

Mr. Narayan referred to the talk of "free world" and asked why the 
"free world" and its leaders had remained silent in the face of this attack 
on freedom. 



Mr. Narayan sareastically added, "It was left to President Podgomy 
of the Soviet Union, whom the "free world" calls leader of "a captive 
world" to raise his voice and appeal publicly for an end to the carnage. 
But neither President Nixon nor the Prime Minister. Mr. Edward Heath, 
nor President Pompidou has so far said anything openly. 

Mr. Narayan paid tributes to the young fighters in Bangladesh who 
had braved the artillery and planes of the West Pakistani army. 

"My feeling and my conviction after talking to various people, 
including refugees, and leaders of Bangladesh Government, is that the 
guerilla war will go on. I have no doubt in my mind that Bangladesh will 
certainly win its freedom." 

AID TO PAKISTAN 

Mr. Narayan said any aid given to Pakistan could only feed the West 
Pakistani military machine and those giving the aid would bear the 
responsibility for the genocide in East Bengal. 

Appealing to world leaders to act, now when there was still time, Mr. 
Narayan said that the leaders of the "free world" must openly come out 
to condemn these crimes. They must stop all aid to Islamabad. They 
should press the Yahya regime to end fighting, send the army back to the 
barracks release all political prisoners including Sheikh Mujibur Rahman 
and ask them to seek political settlement. 

Mr. Narayan said that the world should not be surprised if Sheikh 
Mujibur Rahman and others even refuse to shake hands with President 
Yahya Khan on the ground that his hands are dripping with Bengal 
people's blood. 

But it was for the West Pakistan leaders to negotiate peaceful 
settlement with the Bangladesh leaders, he said. —PTI. 
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CENTRE'S NIGGLING OVER RECOGNITION RESENTED 

(From our own Correspondent) 

MADRAS, JUNE 15.—Though Tamil Nadu is now far away from 
West Bengal which is bearing the full brunt of maintaining the 
unprecedented influx of refugees from Bangladesh, people here are as 
much aroused against the genocide by the Yahya Khan regime. 

Innumerable representations are daily pouring into the local daily 
Press by irate leaders who accuse the Government of India with 
tradiness in recognising Bangladesh. 

This is but one of the many dozens of published letters addressed 
daily to the local press by angry readers on what they feel "inaction of 
the Government of India in not recognising Bangladesh." 

The three-member Bangladesh Parliamentary delegation headed by 
Mr. Phani Majumdar in the course of its three day stay in the city did its 
best to educate the public on the actual conditions prevailing in the 
unhappy land. Mr. Majumdar hoped that the influx of refugees would be 
raised by India in the Security Council. Mr. Shah Moazzam, another 
memebr of the delegation stated that Bangladesh had its own 
representative in the UN and the matter of refugees would be raised by 
him along with the question of recognising the Bangladesh Governement 
and help to the refugees. 

Mrs. Noorjahan Murshed, the third member of the delegation, 
pointed out that it was too much for India to maintain the refugees, the 
victim of Yahya Khan’s blood thirsty military regime. 

She described the establishement of camps by the Yahya regime in 
Bangladesh as "fraud and trap to round up people and drive them further 
into India." 

There could be no wage stability unless the Government is 
compelled to abandon its policy of inflation, Mr. P. Ramamurthy, 
General Secretary of the General Council of the Centre of Indian Trade 
Unions, said inaugurating the four-day meeging of the centre in 
Combatore this week. 

He wanted in the alternative a statutory guarantee of full 
neutralisation of the rise in the cost of living for all sections of the 
people. 
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He described the "inflationary policy of the Government as an open 
robbery of the people." 

Mr. Ramamurthy called for the widest possible unit of trade unions 
in the country for action and a united front of all central labour 
organisations. He welcomed the eight-point declaration by 
representatives of major trade unions and that would be sufficient basis 
for rallying the workers for united action against the Government. 

The eight-point declaration wanted abolition of property rights, 
nationalisation of monopoly capital without compensation, genuine land 
reforms, a wage policy providing for real wages provision of full 
employment and unemployment relief, public control of all necessities 
of daily life, moratorium on all public debts and change in industrial and 
finncial policy to free the economy from foreign influence. 

Those who attended this meeting included Mr. R Sundarayya Mr. 
Jyoti Basu, Mr. Umanath, Mr. K. Ramani, Mr. A. Balasubramaniam and 
Mr. Basava Punniah. About 120 labour leaders attended this conference. 
This is the first annual meeting of the General Council after the 
formation of the centre of Indian Trade Unions. 

As usual Mr. Ramamurthy was a big report which he read from a 
written pamphlet. He analysed the Central Budget and said that though 
the deficit was stated to be 320 crores, it could as well be Rs. 500 crores. 

After analysing the index of wholesale prices Mr. Ramamurthy 
doubted whether the Indian economy was posed for a big advance as 
claimed by the authorities. The first sign of a developing economy he 
pointed out was rising emplyment, but the results of last year and the 
year before showed deterioration in employment. 

Citing the Federation of Indian Chambers of Commerce and Industry 
report Mr. Ramamurthy said the number of unemployed in the first half 
of 1970-71 in the country was 13 million the number of man days lost 
rose from 17 million in 1967-68 to 19 million in 1969 when the 
economy was said to turn the corner, he said. 

Mr. Ramamurthy's criticism against the "green revolution" was also 
frank. Compared with the production of 89.34 million tonnes in 
1964065, he pointed out the achievement of 95.05 million tonnes in 
1967-68 appeared to be barely three per cent increase per annum. 
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CPI (Bil) Resolution 

CENTRE CRITICIZED FOR ’RESILING' ON RECOGNITION 
ISSUE 

COMBATORE, June 17.— The politburo of the CPI(M) has 
criticized the Government of India for "resiling" on the question of 
recognizing the Government of Bangladesh, and "harping" on the 
question of finding a political solution says PTI. 

The Politburo, the top-policy making body of the Party which has 
been in session here since yesterday, said the Government had "evidently 
done so under pressure from the USA and certain other quarters." 

Eight out of the nine members participated in the day-long cloosed 
door discussions on policy matters. Mr. B. T. Ranadive who is not well, 
was the only absentee. The party's resoultion was released to the Press 
last night. 

The resolution said : "The failure to recognize the provisional 
Government and render all material assistance had tremendously 
hampered the struggle of the people of Bangladesh and led to the 
migration of over 5 million people of Bangladesh into India as refugees. 
This huge refugee influx has created huge problems for India and 
particularly to the border States of West Bengal, Tripura, Assam and 
Meghalaya. Thus it is the Government of India that is responsible for 
this situation by its failure to recognize the Provisional Government and 
render all material assistance to it." 





PlWRfsj ^ 

f^'SH ^o 

c^wr$t? ‘^<?i ■??? ^??nm’— 

Rwrs f^flsT 


PROTEST AGAINST US SHIPMENT OP ARMS TO PAKISTAN 

A mass demonstration was held by members of Youth For 
Bangladesh outside the USIS in Calcutta on Wednesday evening. 
Slogans condeming the arms shipments made to Pakistan by the USA in 
a deceptive and surreptitious manner, despite the embargo proclaimed to 
have been placed by the American Government on arms supplies to 
Pakistan were raised. 

Mr. Bhajan Nag, Secretary of Youth For Bangladesh, addressed the 
gathering. A copy of the protest note was left with the USIS for 
transmission to the US Government. 

Mr. Mihir Sen, Chairman of the Youth For Bangladesh, in a 
statement condemned the two-faced diplomacy and heartless cynicismi of 
the Nixon administration. 

"We are being treated to the incomprehensible spectacle of American 
C-130 planes flying life-saving relief materials for the victims of 
Pakistan's outrage on one hand and death-dealing military planes being 
surreptitiously shipped posthaste to Pakistan to kill and main more 
Bengalis and to turn further millions into refugees, on the other," Mr. 
Sen said. 

"Surely this perfidious act on the part of the US Government will 
remain for a long time as the worst instance of two-faced diplomacy and 
of morbid cynicism in international politics. 

"We demand that the US Government freeze die entire cargo abroad 
these two ships on arrival at Karachi and undertake not to make further 
shipments of arms or even of 'spares' till Bangladesh becomes 
independent. 

"We demand that the Government of India should make the above 
the condition precedent for acceptance or use of materials sent by the 
USA for relief work." Mr. Sen concluded. 





'S’m i#t?rm ^=5=5R %Tm>t^ ^i<^ 

fHlll^Wl^ <P^(.^ <5C*1 

S.E. ASIA'S SECURITY INVOLVED IN BANGLADESH 

ISSUE : JP 

SINGAPORE, JUNE 24.—India's veteran leader, Mr. Jayaprakash 
Narayan, today warned that unless the political problem of East Bengal 
was settled soon, the security of South and South-East Asia would be in 
danger, report agencies. 

Mr. Narayan told a Press Conference that Big Powers of the world 
should put pressure on Pakistani President Yahya Khan to make a 
political settlement in East Bengal to avoid a catastrophe. 

He said the civil war in East Bengal brought a "colossal burden upon 
India economically, politically and socially." 

"It is essential to end martial rule in East Bengal. The people in jail, 
including Sheikh Mujibur Rahman," should be freed. 

Then he added the Pakistan Government should begin negotiations 
with Mr. Rahman, "the representative of the people of Bangladesh." 

"I doubt if the people of Bangladesh will be contented anything less 
than an independent Bangladesh, as the provisional Premier of 
Bangladesh the other day said Pakistan is dead and buried in the heaps 
of Bangali corpses." 

Asked about world opinion towards the Bangladesh independence 
movement and brutal treatment by Pakistani troops towards the Bengalis 
he said "They are now conscious about it, but some are still undermining 
the nationalistic spirits of Bengalis, thinking that Pakistani troops will 
gradually subdue them. 

"But don’t forget that 90 per cent of the revolutionaries in the former 
British India came from East Bengal. It is not possible for freedom." 

"Bangladesh will be free," he said. "The sooner Pakistan realizes it 
the better for all of us in South and South East Asia." 

He said, "Bangladesh is in a strategic position as far as South-East 
Asia is concerned, and if the Bangladesh movement does not succeed a 
Maoist movement will fill the vaccum there." 

Asked whether Bangladesh soldiers were getting any arms help from 
outside, Mr. Narayan said, "Yes, in London, I met people who are 
collecting funds to buy arms and ammunition." 
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On reports of U. S. arms shipments to Pakistan, he said he requested 
American officials to halt all economic and military aid to Pakistan until 
martial rule is ended and power is handed over to elected 
representatives. 

In Beirut, India’s Minister for Agriculture, Mr. Fakhruddin Ali 
Ahmed, arrived early yesterday on the first stage of his four-nation tour 
of West Asia to acquaint its leaders with the gravity of developments in 
Bangladesh and the massive problem faced by India on account of influx 
of over six million refugees. 

Mr. Ahmed is expected to meet the Labanese Foreign Minister on 
Friday. 

In East Berlin, Dr. Karan Singh, India's Minister for Tourism and 
Civil Aviation, has said that this country could not take responsibility for 
the refugees who field to India from Bangladesh after the recent fighting 
there. 

"India cannot take over the responsibility for all these millions of 
refugees who have flowed into over-populated parts, of India like a tidal 
wave, the East German news agency, ADN quoted him as saying 
yesterday." 

"Conditions must be created in East Bengal to enable the refugees to 
return safely," he added. 

Dr. Karan Singh, who came here as special envoy of the Indian 
Prime Minister, said he was very satisfied with the talks he had on 
Monday with the East German Prime Minister, Mr. Willi Stophn and the 
Foreign Minister, Mr. Otto Winzer. 
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PRESS STATEMENT 

A. Left Delhi 16th May and returned 27th June. In all 47 days. 

B. Places Visited :Cairo, Rome, Belgrade, Moscow, Helsinki, 

Stockholm, Bonn, Paris, London, Washington, 
New York, Ottawa, Vancouver, Tokyo, Bangkok 
(for rest—no interviews), Djakarta, Singapore, 
Kaula Lumpur, Bangkok (to catch Air India 
flight to Delhi). 

1. I had undertaken this mission as a servant of peace on behalf of 
the Sarva Seva Sangh and the Gandhi Peace Foundation. I am very 
thankfull indeed, for all the help, financial and otherwise, that I received 
from them. 

2. Equally, I must express my warm appreciation of all the help and 
hospitality that we received from our country’s representatives in all the 
capitals we visited. We are most thankful to them in particular and to the 
Government of India in general for all that they did to make my mission 
as useful as possible. 

3. It was not to beg for aid for refugee relief or only to talk about 
human suffering and to arouse the moral conscience of the world that I 
undertook the arduous trip. Succour for millions of refugees who have 
fled to India, as well as succour for many millions more subjected to 
terror in Bangladesh and faced with famine and epidemic there, is of 
course urgent and I naturally spoke about it. As for the moral conscience 
of the world or what is left of it, the press everywhere except for Cairo, 
have done, and I think are still doing, a wonderful job. 

4. My greater concern was with the political issues involved and the 
need for their urgent resolution, because as I tried to point out, to those 
whom I met, the refugee problem and the humanitarian problem were 
only by products of the underlying political problem. 

5. Thanks to the world press as well as to other sources of 
information including their own diplomatic channels, I found that 
governments were fairly well posted in regard to the political aspects of 
the question. I think it was generally felt that the Government of 
Pakistan by using its brutal might to suppress the democratic verdict of 
the people of Bangladesh had put into jeopardy the very survival of 
Pakistan as a united nation. Yet, I found the spokesmen of some 







governments clutching at the straw of hope that some links between the 
two wings might still be preserved. Therefore, they all seemed to be 
pressing Pakistan to stop military operations and seek a political 
accomodation—this was the popular term in Washington—with the 
leaders of Bangladesh. When questioned if they had accommodation 
with stooges in their mind, they were emphatic in dielaiming any such 
thought. Again, when confronted with the view that after what the 
Pakistan army had done in Bangladesh no self-respecting Bengali would 
accept even a "tenous link" with West Pakistan, wishful thinking took 
the place of hard reason. 

6. The fact of the matter is, and left this be understood clearly in this 
country, that the great powers are all anxious to preserve the status quo 
in terms of the balance of power already established in the world. Some 
of them are particularly keen to preserve the balance in South Asia 
which has been created by them through a deliberate policy of 
neutralising India by lostering up Pakistan. 

7. The adverse consquences of a prolonged guerilla warfare in 
Bangladesh for the Stability and progress of the sub-continent are also 
realised, but the hope is nourished that somehow the evil might be 
warded off. 

8. Some of the policy-markers in world capitals still remain to be 
convinced of the inevitability of the emergence of a strong resistance 
movement in Bangladesh. It is not untill the freedom fighters in 
Bangladesh convincingly disprove the Pakistani claims of "normalcy" 
that they can be expected to face the realities of the situation. 

9. For the rest they will continue to render "friendly" advice to 
President Yahya to put his house in order and may even refuse to provide 
all the aid that he wants from them. 

10. In any event, it is India that is immediately concerned and will 
have to face the consequences of Pakistan's action, and I found no 
evidence anywhere that any one was prepared to pull the chestnuts out of 
the fire for us. 

11. Some of the economic burden of caring after the refugees they 
may be prepared to share—though our estimate of numbers perhaps 
appeared exaggerated to them—but it is obvious that the social and 
political burdens will have to be borne by India alone. And heaven 
knows these burdens are far heavier than the economic ones. 

12. The decision of the Aid Pakistan Consortium is a welcome 
decision. But, first of all, it does not rule out bilateral aid bv members of 
the consortium, and, secondly, it remains to be seen if a quisling set-up 
in Bangladesh, such as the President of Pakistan seems to be envisaging, 
will be accepted by the consortium as a fulfilment of its conditions. 



13. To sum up the impressions of my tour, we in India must 
understand that we cannot expect others to solve our difficulties for us. 
We have to do that ourselves. Secondly, we have to decide if continued 
suppression of the people of Bangladesh, with all its attendant economic, 
political and social consequences, will be in our national interest. This is 
not the same as asking whether a break-up of Pakistan will be in India's 
national interest. President Yahya Khan and his advisers have already 
succeeded in breaking up their nation. The question to be answered is 
whether the attempt by West Pakistan to occupy Bangladesh by force, 
with all its present and future consquences for us, is a spectacle which 
we can continue to behold with little more than brave words. For myself, 
I am quite clear in my mind that it would be a grave betrayal of India's 
national interests to delay action much longer. 

14. It is quite obvious from the shocking statement made by 
President Yahya Khan yesterday that Islamabad has neither the 
willingness nor the ability to devise a satisfactory political solution of 
the problem it has created in Bangladesh. It is not contemplating any 
agreement with the elected leaders of Bangladesh and is in fact planning 
to hold farcical new elections in a large number of constituencies to 
legitimise its colonial stranglehold over Bangladesh. It should now be 
clear to us and to the whole would that it is chimerical to expect the 
present rulers of Pakistan to revise their basic attitudes to Bangladesh. 
This has, in fact, made'the hope of a political setlement in Pakistan more 
unrealisable than before. 

15. Everyone, I met abroad was full of praise for the Prime 
Minister's restraint and statesmanship in dealing with a difficult crisis, I 
too admire her for that. But she must decide now if the time for action 
has not arrived. Action, not from any altruistic motives of rescuing East 
Bengalis from Pakistan terror and restoring to them their lost democracy, 
but to prevent Yahya Khan from exporting his internal chaos into this 
country and achieving a demographic re-disribution of his population at 
our cost, and, above all, to defend our national security and our political, 
economic and social institutions. I concede that the Prime Minister must 
choose her time because she alone is in a position to know and weight all 
the pros and cons involved. But even to a private citizen like me the 
basic considerations are clear and it is on that ground that my plea for 
action is being advanced. 


NEW Delhi; 
June 29,1971. 


JAYAPRAKASH NARAYAN 
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TIME FOR PM TO DECIDE NOW AGAINST YAHYA : JP 

(By A Staff Reporter) 

Looking remarkably fit for his 68 years even in the hot and humid 
atmosphere of the Press Club on Thursday evening and in spite of 
conjunctivities which made him wear dark glasses. Mr. Jayprakash 
Narayan, back from his crusading tour of the world for the cause of 
Bangladesh, said he had little to add to what he had said in Delhi 
previously. 

The great powers, Mr. Narayan said, were still interested in 
preserving the statusquo in Pakistan in order to maintain a political 
balance in South East Asia. Some of them were perhaps Willing to share 
with India the burden of the evacuees but none would pull the chestnuts 
out of the fire for Bangladesh or India. 

The time had come, he said, for Mrs. Gandhi to decide whether 
action should be taken against the Yahya regime which was exporting 
internal chaos to India. 

Since his Delhi statement, Mr. Narayan added, two things had 
happened. The U.S.A. had shipped arms to Pakistan under whatever 
pretext it might have been. And despite the stoppage of aid by the Aid- 
Pakistan Consortium, she was considering resumption of aid. 

This went plump against the assurances Mr. Swaran Singh and he 
had received in Washington. U.S. policy makers had made it clear to Mr. 
Narayan that they wanted to see political accommodation made with the 
real representatives of Bangladesh not with stooges. 

What was behind this? Mr. Narayan gave two explanations. The 
powerful Pentagon had close personal relations with the military rulers 
of Pakistan. Secondly, Mr. Nixon while he was Vice-Prersident during 
the Eisen-hower administration had visited the sub-continent and had 
submitted a report advocating large-scale arms supply to Pakistan, which 
unlike-non-aligned India, was thought to be a stable and constant ally. 
History Mr. Narayan caustically pointed out, had falsified this 
assessment of stability. But, there was no indication of Mr. Nixon having 
departed from it a wee hit. 

The Soviet attitude, according to Mr. Narayan, was some-what more 
helpful. The Russian President Mr. Podgomy, was the only head of a 
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State who had expressed dis-approval,—albeit mild—of Pakistani 
action in his letter to Yahya Khan. 

Mr. Narayan had only been to Cairo in the Arab countries and at that 
time it was in the throes of political disorder. He was however 
disappointed by the lukewarm interest of the people and the inaequate 
coverage by the Press in Cairo which contrasted sharply with what he 
found in Indonesia or Malaysia. 

Did Mujib commit a blunder by switching over from non-violent 
resistance to fighting ? "I cannot sit in judgement on Mujib", said Mr. 
Narayan. In any event he saw signs of non-violent resistance in the 
offensive of the ill-equipped Bangladesh forces. Yahya who obviously 
took his lessons from Hitler was clearly determined to stamp out the 
freedom movement. As a true Gandhite. Mr. Narayan said that a 
situation which would have led to the degrading of human dignity called 
for the taking up of arms. 

Then came up the crucial question. What should India do ? Mr. 
Narayan made his point in no uncertain terms, "I had said even before 
the formation of the Bangladesh Government and respect now, India 
must recognise the concept of Bangladesh and give it all possible 
assistance". This might conceivably to lead to Pakistani military action 
against India but that was an unavoidable risk. He hastened to add that 
he was no warmonger and was against India taking a warlike initiative. 
And following India recognition of Bangladesh, he hoped material help 
would flow to the afflicted area from other countries. 

Mr. Narayan could not say how long it would take for the evacuees 
to return safely to their homes. Six months, may be a year. But the right 
conditions for their return must be—and, he hoped, would be—created. 
And that of course meant Bangladesh throwing off Yahya's military 
Yoke. 
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WTSOT ^pTtt, iJ5»<\i 

^?®ItW*n7P 2llkH<l ^TT% 

PM FLOUTING PLEDGE ON BANGLADESH : Vajpayee 

(From Our Own Correspondent) 

BHOPAL, JULY 11.—The Jana Sangh President Mr. Atal Behari 
Vajpayee today alleged that the Prime Minister was flouting the pledge 
given in parliament for an effective action with regard to the Bangladesh 
problem. 

Speaking to newsmen, he rulled out the possibility of war with 
Pakistan merely on the ground of recognition to Bangladesh by India. 

"Under pressure of super powers Mrs. Gandhi is not recognising 
Bangladesh as an independent nation," he said. 

The long-drawn guerilla struggle between the Mukit Fouj and the 
West Pakistan Army would deteriorate the situation in the eastern part of 
the country comprising West Bengal, Assam, Nagaland and Bihar, Arms 
and ammunition were being smuggled to neighbouring India States by 
Naxalites and others. 

He urged the Prime Minister to immediately convence a meeting of 
the National Integration committee and wanted her "not to sidetrack the 
burning issue of Bangladesh under the bogey of communalism." 

Agencies add: Recognition of Bangladesh should no longer be 
delayed, otherwise the history to Tibet might be repeated here. After 
recognition all sorts of aid including military aid could be made 
available to them, Mr. Vajpayee added. 

Mr. Vajpayee alleged that a sum of Rs. 42 lakhs had been withdrawn 
through fraudulent means from the branch of a Nationalised bank in 
Ahmedabad sometime before the recent mid term poll. 

Talking to newsmen, Mr. Vajpayee said that according to his original 
information, Rs. 80 lakhs had been withdrawn but the Union Finance 
Minister, Mr. Y. B. Chavan in a letter to him yesterday, had said that the 
amount involved was Rs. 42 lakhs. 

Mr. Chavan had also stated in his letter that some persons, including 
some employees, had been taken into custody and a part of the amount 
had been recovered since, Mr. Vajpayee said. 

Mr. Vajpayee, however, declined to name the bank and said the case 
was similar to the one that occurred at the State Bank of India in Delhi. 

He wanted a high power conunission to inquire into the two cases. 
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CENTRAL 

ACTION COMMITTEE ON BANGl ADESH 
STATEMENT 

25th of March 1971 was the Black day in the history of the people of 
Bangladesh (erstwhile East Pakistan). On this day, the Army Junta of 
West Pakistan backed by monopoly business interest, who have been 
exploiting East Bengal as a colony every since the creation of Pakistan, 
launched their massive plan of genocide against the unarmed people. 
The crime of which the Bangladesh people are guilty is, that in the 
national general elections held in December 1970, the people gave their 
verdict in favour of the Awami League headed by Sheikh Mujib-ur- 
Rahman assuring it a comfortable majority in the National Constituent 
Assembly and a virtual monopoly in the State Legislature. The Awami 
League's victory was based on a six-point programme which claimed 
effective autonomy for the people of Bangladesh. 

2. During the intervening months, countless men, women and 
children have lost their lives and atrocities have been prepetrated by the 
Pakistan Army which surpass that of the notirious Chengez Khan. In fact 
there could be no greater violation of the United Nations Charter, the 
Human Rights Declaration and the Geneva Convention regarding 
protection of civilian persons. The oppressed who have sought refugee 
in India already number seven million. The influx of Bengalees fleeing 
for life continues unabated, inflicting on this country an uprecedented 
burden, political economic and social. 

3. Sheikh Mujibur Rahman’s party reacting to the compulsion of 
events, has declared Independecne of Bangladesh and has established a 
provisional Government. Although the World Press, by and large, has 
awakened to the tragic happening in Bangladesh, the Governments of 
many countries in the world have failed to condemn this unprecedented 
crime. What is wrose, arms still continue to flow from some countries to 
aid the Army Junta in West Pakistan in its sister design, with the result 
that the security of the Indian sub-continent has been put in jeopardy. 
The latest statement of the President of Pakistan has further dashed any 
hope of a political solution coming from the Army Junta. 

4. The ruling party in our Parliament, the Opposition and the people 
in the country ii^general, are aware that our democracy in India is 
threatened if we fail to render help in this emergency to the people of 



Bangladesh. In this grave crisis our Government, in pursuance of the 
unanimous resolution passed by the Parliament, should recognise the 
provisional Government of Bangladesh, based on the will of the people 
constitutionally expressed. Only then could all possible moral and 
material aid be extended to the Government and the people of 
Bngladesh. Other foreign Governments will not take a lead in this matter 
unless India first recognises Bangladesh. There can be no hope for the 
millions of refugees ever returning to Bangladesh unless favourable 
conditions are created at the earliest for this purpose and this cannot be 
done so long as Bangladesh continues to groan under the heels of the 
Army Junta of West Pakistan. 

5. Perhaps, what is standing in the way of action on the part of our 
Government is the absence of a visible demonstration of the people's 
will in this matter supported by a clear understanding by one and all, of 
the implications that must follow as a logical corollary to recognition. 
This matter has been discussed by many an organisation concerned over 
the matter during recent days. It has been decided that a purely non-party 
and non-official. Action Committee on Bangladesh be constituted under 
the Chairmanship of Shri Jayaprakash Narayan who has just come back 
after a long trek across the wide world explaning the issues at stake in 
Bangladesh. This Committee will act on behalf of Sarva Seva Sangh, 
Servants of the People Society, Loktantra Raksha Parishad, All India 
Panchayat Parshad, Association of Voluntary Agencies for Rural 
Development, Delhi Sarvodaya Mandal, Gandhi Smarak Nidhi, Gandhi 
Peace Foundation, and all others who join the programme. They will 
launch a campaign throughout the country had take action in all States to 
mobilise non-official institutions and organisations who are wedded to 
democracy and human rights. The programme envisaged in the first 
instance will cover the following : 

(a) Resoultions (on the lines indicated in the attached draft) to be 
passed by public organisations and institutions and by people in 
meeting specially called over the subject of action on 
Bangladesh in villages towns and cities and in the capitals of the 
States and Union Territories including the national capital. The 
resolutions passed in these meetings will be conveyed to the 
Prime Minister. 

(b) A signature campaign urging on the Government of India to 



according recognation to the provisional Government of 
Bangladesh. 

(c) Peaceful demonstrations and selective basis at the appropriate 
time. 

6. It is expected that public debates on politically non-partisan lines 
will be conducted over the country as a whole to lend moral and material 
support to the Government of India when it takes firm action on the 
Bangladesh issue. These will prepare the people of India for the 
eventualities that may follow in the wake of the recognition of 
Bangladesh as an independent entity. If the Government proves reluctant 
to take this step, the campaign will be intensified to generate sufficient 
pressure in the country to make the Government act. It will also help to 
rouse world opinion to the gravity of the situation in this sensitive region 
in South Asia. 

7. The Chairman Shri Jayaprakash Narayan in a meeting held at the 
Gandhi Peace Foundation on Sunday the 4th of July has formed an 
Action Committee for this purpose with Shri S. K. Dey, President of the 
All India Panchayat Parishad as the Convenor and Shri S. D. Sharama, 
Secretary of the Loktantra Raksha Parishad of Servants of the People 
Society as the Joint Convenor. It has been decided that the head quarters 
of the Action Committee on Bangladesh shall be located at Lajpat 
Bhawan, Lajpat Nagar, New Del 24 where all letters, telegrams and 
contributions to the cause of Bangladesh may kindly be sent. 


Lajpat Bhawan, Lajpat Nagar, 
New Delhi-24, 

July 12, 1971. 
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RESOLUTION 


This meeting of the.hereby 

Places on record its deep sympathy and support for the people of 
Bangladesh in their hour of trial and agony; 

Condemns unequivocally the inhuman atrocities and genocide 
perpetrated by the military regime on the unarmed men, women and 
children of Bangladesh resulting in the exodus of millions of Bengalees 
to India infliciting an unprecedented burden—political, economic and 
social—on this country ; 

Deplores the suppression of democratic urges of the people of 
Bangladesh and their duly elected representatives by the Army Junta of 
West Pakistan in utter violation of the U. N. Charter and the Human 
Rights Declaration; 

Appeals to the Government of India to recognise the provisional 
Government of Bangladesh fcfiTned in accordance with the verdict of the 
people, and extend to it all possible moral and material aid so that 
favourable conditions are created for the return of the refugees to 
Bangladesh; 

Apeals to all fellow citizens in the country to promote national 
awareness and solidarity in the present crisis and sustain communal 
peace and harmony in the spirit of our secular traditions despite any 
provocation; 

Appeals to the people of the World to extend their sympathy and 
support to the people of Bangladesh and calls upon the people of such 
countries, as may still be supplying arms to West Pakistan, to prevent 
their Government from adding fuel to the fire of Pakistani aggression; 
and 

Pledges all support and co-operation to the Government of India in 
pursuance of the objectives outlined above. 

Excerpts From A Press Statement 

By Shri Jayaprakash Narayan 

The present crisis is so serious that either this nation shall emerge 
from it as a steeled, united strong and respected power or as a 
demoralised confused and spineless weakling no longer to be taken 
seriously by the world. Therefore, let no one try to confuse the issues. 

What I have been advocating is not war against Pakistan but formal 
political recognition of the People's Government of Bangladesh. It is true 




that when questioned if redognition of the Government and open 
assistance to the Mukti-Bahini may not provoke Pakistan to start a war 
with India I have admitted that the risk was certainly there, but it had to 
be accepted. 

If this is tantamount to saying that India should declare war on 
Pakistan, then I am surely a war-monger. The only difference, as far as I 
have been able to understand, between people of my way of thinking and 
the Government of India is that while the latter is waiting for the right 
moment to arrive when recognition may be given, we are saying that the 
right moment is now. 

The unanimous resolution passed by the Lok Sabha was an excellent 
beginning of this approach. But unfortunately sypmtoms have appreared 
recently of a divisive, even partisan, approach. It is understandable that 
differences between parties even on such a non-partisan issue as 
Bangladesh, might arise in course of time, particularly in view of 
Government's continued hesitation to take effective action. 

There are two main blocks of opinion. One is represented by the 
rulling Congress which is not opposed to recognition in principle but 
wants in practice to leave it to the Prime Minister to chose the 
appropriate momen for it, though without making it clear what factors 
would determine the choise of the moment. The other block is 
constituted of almost the entire Opposition plus many non-party 
organizations and individuals like myself who feel that the time for 
recognition is here and now. 


July 28, 1971 
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We Blundered By Not Intervening In Bangladesh, Says Gen. Kaul 

NEW DELHI, July 30.—Gen. Kaul former Chief of General Staff 
and author of the controversial, "The Untold Story", has criticised the 
Government for its failure to take timely action in Bangladesh, says 
UNI. 

In his new book 'Conformation with Pakistan' Gen. Kaul says, "We 
missed a great opportunity, the like of which may not come our way in 
the foreseeable future. We could have liquidated a substantial chunk of 
the Pakistani Army in Bangladesh and this would have weakened 
Pakistan considerably reducing a major threat to our security. But we 
have missed the bus." 

India should lose no time in discussing with the Soviet Union and 
Japan the measures to be taken against China in the context of the 
present threat of a joint Sino-Pakistan militaiy offensive against this 
country, Gen. Kaul suggests. 

Criticising the political leadership, Gen. Kaul writes: "When 
suggestions were made in certain quarters soon after March 25, that 
India should strike on aid of the liberation forces certain personages 
hummed and hawed and said that if we took armed action we would 
bring China in against us." 

And here, as though troubled by haunting recollections of the NEFA 
campaign Gen. Kaul asks sarcastically: "But why should that have 
deterred us, remembering the boast that India was so well prepared 
militarily that it could take on China as also Pakistan"? 

Gen. Kaul whose meteric career in the Indian Army was cut short by 
his voluntary retirement in the wake of the NEFA debacle in 1962, had, 
in his earlier book, sought to lay he main responsibility for the Indian 
military reverse on the political leadership particularly of the then Prime 
Minister Mr. Nehru and his Defence Minister, Mr. V. K. Krishna 
Menon—and its alleged errors of judgement in forcing its decisions on 
the army commanders. 

The present-book which has been updated to include references to 
President Nixon's dramatic July 16 announcement of his acceptance of 





his acceptance of Premier Chou En. Lai's invitation to visit Peking. 

In view of the fact that Pakistan may attack us in collusion with 
China, Gen. Kaul says, "we must strach and test our diplomacy and 
make advance arrangements with some friendly countries to cope with 
such a situation." 

"Whatever we do, we must not allow China or Pakistan to take the 
initiative against us on the next occasion. Indeed we should take the first 
step Ourselves with suitable allies once China or Pakistan creates 
provoking circumstances." 

Gen. Kaul says, "If our Army had gone into East Pakistan in aid of 
the liberation forces soon after March 25, we would have had 
overshelming advantages. We would have found under two divisions of 
Pakistani troops engaged in putting down the civil war. It would have 
been the correct campaigning season." 

"We would have caught the Pakistanis disembarking from ships 
along the coast line, without unloading facilities. The Civil population, 
hostile to Pakistan would have been emotionally with us and would have 
welcomed us for coming to its aid." 

"But this action would have been possible only if there had been 
some anticipation on our part of the growing crisis in East Bengal and if 
we had advance plans of action. Actually, we did little except indulge in 
academic discussions and make empty gestures of sympathy." 

Gen. Kaul goes to say, "As Pakistan has now inducted in East Bengal 
troops whose total strength stood at more than four divisions on May 1, 
1971, we are at a disadvantage with them operationally. If we had hit 
Pakistan and in March or Apirl, 1971 we would have fought a war in the 
most favourable conditions." 

"Now the initiative has passed to the enemy, who will choose the 
time and place which suits him most to hit us. Those who fear that 
recognition of Bangladesh might lead to war should ask whether not 
recognising it will prevent one." 

After referring to the current political development in Pakistan, 
Particularly Mr. Bhutto's bid to gain power with the aid of younger army 
officers. Gen. Kaul "If Yahya wins in this struggle for power, there is 
likely to be a result in both wings of Pakistan." 

In the present circumstances, Gen. Kaul says, "The only course 
available to Yahya Khan may be to wages war India, but, whether 
Pakistan has a war with India or not, one thing seems certain : Once 
leadership in East Bengal passes into the arising hands, as is already 



heppening. East and West Bengal inspired by China, may become an 
enlarged Bangladesh." 

"China would told great influences in these two regions under one 
banner and would thus gain ultimately at the expense of both India and 
Pakistan." 

Without outlining any definite plan or military action, the battle- 
scarred of the NEFA campaign proffers the following advice. 

"Our Government should not take a month of Sundays to make an 
assesment speedy action as time is of great consequence, we should soon 
come to a concreate agreement with the USSR to meet this new threat." 
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CPI URGES NATIONS TO SAVE MUJIB 

NEW DELHI, AUG. 21—The CPI National Council yesterday 
appealed to the Indian and world governments to secure the release of 
the Bangladesh leader Sheikh Mujibur Rahman-says UNI. 

The appeal was made in a resolution adopted at the end of a week- 
long meeting of the National Council here yesterday. 

It said, the combine of the United States, China and Pakistan had 
threatened the peace of the subcontinent and the Indo-Soviet friendship 
treaty at this juncture came as powerful deterrent to Gen. Yahya Khan’s 
aggressive designs against India. 

The National Council reiterated its demand for the recognition of the 
Government of Bangladesh and rendering of all necessary help to the 
freedom fighters. It also appealed to the people of West Pakistan to stand 
by the people of Bangladesh who were fighting the common enemy. 

It also called for immediate allocation of adequate funds by the 
Government to implement the master plan in West Bengal and to 
complete the DVC flood control plan. 

The National Council has demanded setting up of a permanent 
commission on the lines of the Brahmaputra Commission for other 
major river systems—like the Ganga—for devising adequate flood 
control and drought control measure. 

It also urged that a national plan of irrigation and flood control 
should be formulated and implemented on priority basis. 

In a resolution the Council demanded an allocation of Rs. 2,000 
crores from the nationalised banks to execute major flood protection and 
irrigation schemes. 

The Central Secretariat of the party today welcomed the Centre's 
proposal for the diffusion of the newspaper ownership and demanded 
that the newspapers owned by trusts should not be exempted. 

In a statement issued here the Secretariat congratulated the Indian 
Federation of Work-in Journalists, the All India Newspapers Employees' 
Federation and others "whose movements and struggles have led to the 
government move to introduce a bill to that effect in the next session of 
Parliament." 

It said certain loopholes in the legislation should be plugged and the 
monopolists should not be allowed to retain disproportionate influence 
on the board of directors. 
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MALAD NAGARIK BANGLADESH SAHAYAK SAMITI 
GENERAL SECRETARY'S REPORT 


First of all, on behalf of the Malad Nagaiik Bangladesh Sahayak 
Samiti, I salute to those Freedom-Fighters of Bangladesh, those known 
and unknown patriots—who laid down their valuable lives to achieve 
the freedom of their Motherland. I also salute to Bangabandhu Sheikh 
Mujibur Rahman, the greatest revolutionary of our time and earnestly 
pray to the Almighty God for his sound health and well-being. 

Brothers and Sisters: On behalf of our Samiti, I welcome you all, I 
am putting before you the work which has been done by us and I 
consider you as the best Judge. 

You know that in the annals of the World's history, people had never 
witnessed such genocide, atrocities and brutalities as committed by 
Yahya in East Bengal since 25th March, 1971. You are aware that when 
the conscience-keeper of Islam are murdering muslims in Bangladesh, 
can we remain silent ? The only reply is No. 

We being the citizens of a democratic country felt it our moral duty 
and an obligation to humanity, to support the struggle of others to 
achieve their country's Democratic Independence. Therefore, to uphold 
the flag of democracy—Malad Nagarik Bangladesh Sahayak Samiti was 
formed on 9th April, 1971. It is an organisation where workers of 
various political parties were combined together including workers of 
trade unions, cultural, social and educational institutions. 

After formation of our Samiti, we had arranged a silent procession 
on 18-4-71 in the memory of those Martyrs who had laid down their 
lives for the creation of A SWADHIN BANGLA DESH. More than flve 
hundred determined men and women marched with the 
procession—carrying banners and placards in their hands and it 
converged into a public-rally where Samiti's programme was declared. 
We appealed to the citizens to co-operate with the Samiti, in all respects, 
to strengthen the hands of freedom fighters of Bangladesh. 

I would like to mention here that the Samiti had decided to arrange 
lectures, study classes etc., to educate the masses about the importance 
of the struggle launched in Sonar Bangladesh. Accordingly, on 6-6-71, 
we arranged a talk on "My Visit to Bangladesh" of Shri Hamid Dalwai, a 




noted Journalist and the Chairman of the Muslim Reforms Committee 
—which was attended by a large number of people. So on so, a group of 
about twenty workers of the Samiti was moving throughout Malad, 
continuously for few days with banners, placards and megaphones for 
propagating the cause. During this time, we arranged more than hundred 
street comer meetings in different parts of this town where in more than 
ten thousand people attended and listened to us with keen interest. 

As per the decision of the Committee, we had printed one rupee 
coupons and blank receipt books to collect funds from the people of all 
walks of the Society. I feel glad to declare here that this money has 
mainly swelled from the down trodden, rom the members of the middle 
class and lower middle class families, from gangman to the Divisional 
Superintendent of the Railway, from students, from petty shopkeepers 
and businessmen, from Police and RPF personnel, from Intellectuals, 
from clerks both in public and private sectors from taxiwallas, from 
vegetable sellers and so on. We have collected this amount from the 
people living in defferent parts of this great cosmopolitan city. It gives 
me pleasure to declare here that whereever we had visited for the 
Funds—we have received spontaneous response from the people. The 
Public were very generous and they donated generously for the cause. 
We are heartily thankful to them. 

To organise the movement more vigorously, women section was also 
formed under the banner of the Samiti and they played an important role 
in collecting of funds and propagating for Bangladesh. I, therefore, also 
feel it my moral duty to convey my hearty greetings to those sincere 
collectors (Ladies and Gentlemen)—who came forward and rendered 
their valuable support and services from time to time, for collecting 
funds and supplying materials free of charge to our Samiti. It is needless 
to say that it would have been next to impossible on our part to collect 
even such amount (whichever is collected), if they would have not 
rendered their valuable support and help to us. 

We know that our collected amount is nothing for this big 
dimensional alfairs, and I can rather say, it is not even a drop of water 
compared to a big ocean. Even though with an honest and sincere 
intention "Only to help the freedom fighters of Bangladesh", to create an 
atmosphere in favour of the struggle Mid to educate the masses—till to¬ 
day, we have collected Rs. 8,152 out of which we are paying Rs. 8,101 
to the Prime Minister's National Relief Fund, later to be transferred to 
Bangladesh Assistance Committee, New Delhi. 

1 shall agree here that due to our limited strength, it was not possible 



on our part to approach you all for funds. But I am sure that in near 
future, we will get all-out support from all of you, when we will knock at 
your doors for help. 

I will be failing to discharge my responsibilities if I do not enlighten 
you about the procedure we adopted for correct disposal of the money 
collected for the cause. In this regard, we wrote to Hon. Shri Ajoy 
Mukherjee, the then Chief Minister of West Bengal but unfortunately 
when our collection was in progress—the Ministry was dissolved. Then 
we wrote a letter on 24-6-71 under Registered A/D to Hon. Shri M. 
Hossain Ali, Mission of the Peoples Republic of Bangladesh. 
Calcutta-17. But when we found that the Head of the Mission was not in 
a position to send us the reply upto 18-7-71, we again reminded him by a 
letter dated 19-7-71 and in that letter we have clearly stated that our 
Samiti has decided to handover the collected amount on 15th August 
1971. But it seems that the Mission was much busy with their 
responsibilities. 

Hence after waiting for the reply from the Head of the Mission upto 
4-8-71 (as the Secretaries were authorised to take a final decision in this 
respect) we ultimately on 5-8-71 wrote a letter under Reg. A/D to 
Honourable Smt. Indira Gandhi, Prime Minister of India, New Delhi and 
we are advised that this amount will be transferred to Bangladesh 
Assistance Committee, New Delhi. 

We have received two letters from the Head of the Mission, Calcutta 
on 9th and 19th instant. We have now decided that henceforth onward 
collection of funds to be sent to the Head of the Mission, Calcutta-17. 

The report of accounts will be submitted in due course as the same is 
under Audit. 

Before, 1 conclude, I earnestly request you all to carry this message 
of Unity and United Action—to safeguard the very sovereignty and 
national integrity of our beloved Motherland. I am afraid if we do not 
realise till now the seriousness of the Bangladesh issue—in near future 
we may have to pay more dividends for our short-comings. History will 
never forgive us for our mistakes. Our Samiti firmly believes that the 
issue of Bangladesh is not confined only amongst the people of that 
countries—who are undauntedly fighting since 25th March '71, against 
the Military Regime, but it even endangers the World Peace. India has 
consistently upheld the cause of the weak and the oppressed. She has 
been an advocate of Justice and fair play and whenever there has been 
tyranny and oppression, India has raised her voice against it, no 
matter how powerful the tyrant might be. 



^t?Ttw»f fip^if^ 

fB^aj 7f<^sffn?T >ri5jf^ 


SENATE HOUSE 
CALCUTTA-12 

The 18th August, 1971 


S. N. SEN, M. A., Ph. D. (Lond) 

This is an attempt to tell the story of repression in Bangladesh in 
pictures. Each of these photos provides a true and authentic accounts of 
the trails left by the heavy hand of the Pak Army as it was let loose 
among the unfortunate unarmed civilians of Bangladesh. As the pages 
reveal, they are mostly very simple folk, whose only fault was that they 
loved their own country. No body has escaped this mad army hunt upon 
destroying the will of a people to be free—children, women, old 
people—all of them were made to suffer materially,—their humble 
homes and all ordinary possessions were either looted or burned. These 
picture are eloquent and the brutalities they reveal raise serious doubts as 
to whether we have made any progress at all from our wild savage state. 
And all this happened in the seventies of the twentieth century when, on 
one side men have started to walk on the moon, while on the other side, 
other men have been repeating the same cruel acts that their forefathers 
performed more than 2000 years ago. 

These pictures, moreover, reveal only a small part of the actual facts 
regarding repression in Bangladesh. It has not been possible to take 
pictures of all that did happen and are even now happening in that 
unfortunate country, nor have we been able to collect and print all the 
pictures taken and smuggled out of that country. But even this small 
number of photographs is enough to give a glimpse of the large-scale 
and indiscriminate repression carried out by the Pak Army. They tell 
their own tale of how deeply downwards a Dictator and his army can 
sink in their frenzied attempt to fight the forces of freedom. 


Vice -Chancellor. 
Calcutta University 
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"AN APPEAL TO JAYCEES TO MOVE THE PEOPLE OF THEIR 

WORLD" 


UN Resolutions on Genocide 

In its resolution 96(1) of 11 December 1946 the General Assembly 
affirmed that "Genocide is a crime under international law which the 
civilized world condemns." 

By resolution 260 III A, of 9 December 1948 the General Assembly 
approved, proposed and ratified. 

That Genocide whether committed in time of peace or in time of war 
is a crime under International law which they undertake to prevent and 
to punish. 

A Glimpse of Genocide and Destruction 

In the name of God and a united Pakistan, Dacca is to-day a crushed 
and frightened city... 

After 24 hours of ruthless, cold blooded shelling by the Pakistan 
Army, thousands of people are dead, large areas have been levelled and 
East Pakistan’s fight has been brutally put to an end. 

Only the horror of the military action can be properly gauged the 
students dead in their beds, the butchers in the market killed behind their 
stalls, the women and children roasted alive in their houses, the 
Pakistanis of Hindu religion taken out and shot en masse, the bazar and 
shopping areas razed by fire. 

The first target as tanks rolled into Dacca on the 25 March was the 
students. 

Sinion Dring 
Daily Telegraph, London, 
30 March, 1971 

The cost to all concerned has been agony. Newsmen have seen tens 
of thousands of levelled gutted buildings. In the towns, concrete walls 
are pocked by hundreds of bullets where firing squads did their work. 





Bodies were dumped in community wells and general desolation testifies 
the ferocity of events. 

Malcolm W. Browne 

The New York Times, New York. 

U. Thant: UN Secretary General : While the civil strife in itself is an 
internal affair of Pakistan, some of the problems generated 
by it are necessary to the concern of the international 
community, 

Aga Hilaly : Pakistan's the then Ambassador to the U.S. : People have 
lost thousands of their friends and relations in East 
Pakistan. 

Charter of the United Nations : 

Preamble 

WE THE PEOPLES OF THE UNITED NATIONS DETERMINED to 
save succeeding generations from the secourage of war, which twice in 
our lifetime has brought untold sorrow to mankind; and to reaffirm faith 
in fundamental human rights, in the dignity and worth of the human 
person, in the equal rights of men and women and of nations large and 
small, and to establish conditions under which justice and respect for the 
obligations arising from treaties and other sources of international law 
can be maintained, and to promote social progress and better standards 
of life in a larger freedom." 

And for these ends to practise tolerance and live together in peace 
with one another as good neighbours, and to unite our strength to 
maintain international peace and security; and to employ international 
machinery for the promotion of the economic and social advancement of 
all peoples. 

Why this conflicte ? 

Socio-Economic Background 

The distance between West and East Pakistan (Bangla Desh) is over 
1,200 miles of Indian territory. West Pakistan is economically highly 
advanced and East Pakistan which consist 56% of the total population of 
Pakistan, is extremely backward and under developed. Because of 
enormous disparity, there is a terrific unrest among the population of 
East Pakistan. Except Religion there is no similarity between the two 



sectors. Even the language is different; West Pakistan—Urdu, East 
Pakistan—Bengali, and culturally, they are poles apart. 


Economic disparity : 

I. Area Sq. miles 
Population (million) 

Population per Sq. mile 

II. Govt. Dev. Expenditure 
Private Investment 
Annual growth rate 
Export Earnings 
Imports 

Total Foreign aid used 
Burden of Repayment of Foreign Aid.. 

III. Man Power Employed : 

Armed Forces and Police 
President's Secretariat 
Central Public Service Com. .. 
Industries Dept. 

Agriculture 

Education 


E. Pakistan 
(Bangla Desh) 

55,116 

7.5 

922 

36% 

25% 

4% 

50.70% 

25.30% 

30% 

56% 

8 . 1 % 

19% 

14.5% 

26% 

21% 

27% 


W. Pakistan 

3,10,403 

4.3 

138 

64% 

75% 

6% 

50.30% 

75.70% 

70% 

44% 

91.9% 

81% 

85.5% 

74% 

79% 

73% 


All senior military members of the administration have been West 
Pakistan. The Deputy Chairman of the Planning Commission and the 
Central Finance Minister, key individuals in resource allocation have 
always been West Pakistani. 

Jaycees — Bangla Desh 

"From within the walls of the soul of this organisation wherein the 
foundation of character and good citizenship are laid I hope a message 
will come in the sometime of tomorrow that will stir the people toward 
the establishement of a permanent and everlasting world peace." 

These are the words of the founder of the Junior Chamber 
movement, Henry Giossenbier. Obviously the ultimate objective of all 
our efforts, according to the founder of our movement, is "permanent 
and everlasting-world peace." This objective is an understandable one. It 
was in the midest of the first world war that the idea of the movement 
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was bom in 1915. It was in the midst of the second world war that the 
Junior Chamber International was founded, in 1944. After twenty seven 
years of its existence, it is certainly time we consider how far we have 
moved towards this objective establishment of a permanent and 
everlasting peace. What have we done so far to fulfil the dream of our 
founder ? Obviously "foundation of character and good citizenship" 
cannot be effective if kept passive in a world torn apart in war and 
violence. 

The world has seen in the present century two major wars involving 
the whole of humanity. During the same time the world has witnessed 
the continued enslavement of certain countries by others. This too is a 
form of war. It certainly is against the Jaycee creed, which believes "that 
the brotherhood of man transcends the sovereignty of nationsk that 
economic justice can best be won by free men through free enterprise". 

Interpreting this creed, it has been maintained that "Free Enterprise" 
expresses faith in the sanctity of freedom, proclaims belief in the basic 
nobility of human life, protects the right of an individual to live with 
dignity and in peace, provides each individual an opportunity to develop 
his maximum potential within his own society, with limited regulating 
influence. 

The Jaycee is a movement of the youth. The largest such movement 
in the world. It aims at developing the individual abilities and 
stimulating the joint efforts of young men for the purpose of improving 
the economic, social and spiritual well being of mankind. One of the 
ways of achieving this objective is through economic development. 

All these objective are frustrated because of war and warlike actions 
in different parts of the world. Twentyfive years after the last world war, 
we still find savage wars raging in different parts of the world. Instead of 
the area of peace expanding, it seems as if the areas of war are 
expanding. 

First, it was Korea, then came Vietnam, the Middle East, India- 
Pakistan, India-China and now we have a war on the borders of India in 
Bangladesh. It seems as if we are going to have another Vietnam on our 
borders. Apart from these wars there have been civil wars in Africa, 
Asia, Europe and South America. Some of these are still continuing as in 
Ireland. 

What does this state of affairs mean ? Is this the way to ensure 
economic justice, sanctity of freedom, defend the nobility of human life, 
protect the right of an individual to live in dignity and peace, and 
provide each individual an opportunity to develop his maximum 
potential within his own society ? 



We, as Indians in this context cannot but look at a situation that has 
developed on our own borders. Many fact can be given to show how 
every objective and principle that the JAYCEE stand by has been 
violated in just as they have been violated and continue to be violated in 
other parts of the world. The Bangladesh issue is not an isolated issue. It 
is a part of the malaise that has gripped the world. The only difference is 
that its impact on India is unprecedented. No country in the world at no 
time in history has had to bear the burden of so many million refugees. 
Although it is a question bristling with political overtones, it has a much 
wider humanitarian aspect. 

This is what demands consideration by JAYCEES from all over the 
world. Youth displaced from normal life by war, youth inured to 
violence, youth degraded. It is no use involving the youth in activities 
that develop leadership, if the only prospect open to them is the denial of 
every principle that we proclaim as inviolable. A youth denied freedom, 
a youth denied education, a youth denied food, a youth denied a land of 
his own, a youth denied prospects of development in own land, is really 
youth denied his very existence. 

We can go on providing succour and relief to suffering humanity. We 
can help our youth gain the experience of leadership in these sort of 
activities. Can such an attitude take us anywhere near the cherished goal 
of our founder ? Can such an atmosphere in the world, which instead of 
changing for the better seems to be changing for the worse, help us move 
steadily towards our objectives ? Do not all our efforts seem futile and 
puny gestures ? 

It is this situation that demands of the JAYCEES the world over to 
take a stand. It is true that our creed forbids us from taking part in any 
partisan plolitical activity and from promoting of one national interest 
over another. The question that has been brought home to us by the 
developments in Bangladesh cannot be evaded as a political question. It 
is a humanitarian issue. It is question that may soon be faced by many 
other developing countries, because Bangladesh has brought to the forde 
the relations between sub-nationalities in a multinational developing 
country. If apart from war between different nations, wars develop 
within the developing countries as well, we shall soon beheading for 
choose and savagery beyond limit. We have already witnessed this in 
many parts of the world. We are now witnessing it in Bangladesh. It is 
no longer a strictly political issue. It has become a human issue. 

It is in this humanitarian context that we JAYCEES must look at the 
problem of Bangladesh and give the question of working out a 
programme of action on a world scale to move towards the objective of 



peace. In the meantime we must mobilise all our resources to provided 
succour to the victims of war. 

As the largest world wide organisation of the youth we certainly 
have the responsibility to ensure that our future is not negated by such 
acts of human destruction, acts that deny the nobility of man, acts that 
degrade the human personality. It is a programme of action against war 
and the causes of war justified by our creed, by our objectives, by the 
dream which inspired our founder, Henry Glessenbier. 

That "sometime of tomorrow" has now come for a message to come 
"from within the walls of the soul of this organisation... that will stir the 
people towards the establishment of a permanent and everlasting world 
peace." 

HOW BANGLA DESK WAS BORN 

1969 

March 25 : Gen. Yahya Khan assumes power, imposes martial law 

throughout the country and dissolves the National and 
Provincial Assemblies. 

March 27 : The Military Government craks down on martial law 

violators. Awami League Leader Sheikh Mujibur 
Rahman announces plans for a federal set up. 

March 31 : Government bans all political activity. 

November 28: Yahya Khan fixes October 5, 1970 for elections to the 
National Assembly. 

1970 

December 7 : Elections to the National Assembly are held. Sheikh 
Mujibur Rahman's party, the Awami League, secures 167 
seats out of the 169 reserved for East Pakistan. Z.A. 
Bhutto's People's Party comes second. 

December 17 : In Provincial Assembly elections, the Awami League 
wins by an over-whelming majority in East Pakistan. 

1971 

January 14 : Yahya Khan refers to the Sheikh as the country's future 
Prime Minister. 

February 13: Yahya Khan fixes March 3 for National Assembly 
session. 

February 16: Rahman is elected leader of the Awami League 



March 1 


March 2 


March 3 


March 5 
March 8 
March 19 

March 22 

March 26 


Legislature Party. Bhutto reportedly puts forward 
proposal for separate Prime Ministers for the two wings. 

: Yahya Khan, postpones Assembly session and sacks East 
Pakistan Governor, Vice-Admiral S. M. Ahsan. Rahman 
calls for general strike in Dacca to protest against 
postponement of Assembly session. 

: Popular resentment erups into violence in Dacca and 
some other places; troops move into action and curfew in 
imposed. 

: Awami League launches peaceful non-cooperation 
movement Rahman rejects Yahya Khan's invitation to a 
conference of political leaders on March 10. 

: Reports speak of 300 persons killed in army action. 

; Civil disobedience movement is launched. 

: Yahya Khan and Rahman begin a round of institutional 
talks. 

: Yahya Khan again postpones inauguration of National 
Assembly. 

: Genocide commences. Mujib's whereabouts not known 
since then. 


April 10 : Proclamation of independence : The elected 

representatives of B. D. constitute themselves into a 
Constituent Assembly. B. D. declared a sovereign 
People's Republic. 

April 17 : The birth of the Sovereign Democratic Republic of 

Bangladesh at Mujibnagar (150 km. from Calcutta) by 
the acting President Nazrul Islam. 

April 27 : The Bangladesh Prime Minister, Tajuddin Ahmed, 

appeals to neighbouring countries to grant immediate 
recognition to Bangladesh to provide arms and to help a 
new-born country to set itself free from the clutches of a 
murderous army. 

May/June/ Since then, about 1 million people including women and 

July/August/ ""children have been killed by the Pakistani Army. Another 

SeptyOct 71: 9 million people have come to India to escape genocide. 



Refugees 

Thousands of terrified and impoverished Bengalis who have 
attempted to flee to India have collapsed and died of exhaustion and 
starvation on the roadside. Penniless, exhausted and in a stupor many of 
the refugees described the tragic flight: 

(1) : "We statred to walk north towards the Indian border. We saw 

people dying all along the way. Others were lying on the ground 
exhausted. The first to die were the babies, then further along the 
road the old and children collapsed and then tlie women." 

(2) : Two sisters, Rohina Begum, aged 16, and Jinat Begum, aged 5, 

have bullet wounds in their legs and arms. Rohina said here entire 
family was wiped out when Pakistan troops fired on their small 
boat as they attempted to cross the river Into India. 

(3) : Ahmed Ali, a cultivator, aged 25, his right leg and left arm in 

plaster cases, said that troops entered his village and rounded up 
all the able bodied young men they could find. "They asked us 
whether we were Bengalis or non-Bengalis and told us to lie 
down on the ground. They surrounded us and started shooting 
bullet hit me in the arm and I lay still. And they left, they 
bayoneted me in the groin and crushed and stamped on my legs." 

Peter Hazelhurst 
The Times London. 


Conscience and Bangla Desh 

In just a few months, since early April, the civil war in East Bengal 
has driven nearly 8 million men, women and children into India to escap 
conditions in their homeland. Unnumbered thousands of others have 
been slaughtered in the civil strife or displaced within their country. 
Millions more in East Bengal face continued terror, disease and 
starvation, unless they receive immediate relief. 

This stark tragedy is not yet understood by the world. I can tell you 
that not until you see it first hand can you begin to understand its 
immensity, listened to scores of refugees, their faces and their stories etc. 
a sage of shame which should overwhelm the moral sensitivities of 
people throughout the world. 

Conditions in refugee camps defy description. You see infants with 
their tiny bones-lacking the strength even to lift their heads. You see 
children with legs and feet swollen with edema and malnutrition. You 



see in the eyes of their parents the despair of ever having their children 
well again. And most difficult of all, you see the corpse of the child who 
died just the night before. 

The Indian Government has made Herculean efforts to assist and 
accommodate the refugees—efforts which history will record and 
remember. 

The tragedy of East Bengal is not only a tragedy for Pakistan. It is 
not only a tragedy for India. It is a tragedy for the entire world 
community and it is the responsibility of that community to act together 
to ease the crisis. 


-Edward Kennedy 

(Speech before the National Press, Club, Washington, on August 26, 
1971) 
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"BANGLA DESH” 

Time and Logic Running Out 

Whenever Pakistan is in trouble, the first reaction of the world 
almost invariably is of India being the villain of the piece. This disability 
derived from her massive population and her open society, India has to 
live with when, therefore the world Press was slow to react over the 
reality of Bangla Desh since the evening of March 25, this year, despite 
the alarms raised universally through the Indian Press, there was nothing 
to be wondered at. Barring the Middle East, indeed virtually the entire 
Muslim world, the world is veering round almost universally to the 
"genocide" that has taken place in Bangla Desh through the Army Junta 
of Yahya Khan and what continues still unabated. The U.N. delegation, 
despite the delicate position of the world body, has tacitly recognised 
that there is something terribly wrong that has taken place in Bangla 
Desh and the situation continues to be critical. This view is reflected in 
even more outspoken terms by Parliamentary Delegations which have 
come from U.K., Canada and elsewhere and still more so by the World 
Bank Team. 

The situation today is that India has on her hands nearly seven 
million refugees from Bangla Desh who belong there by right, who 
cannot be rehabilitated in India and who cannot go back in the 
foreseeable future. The refugee influx continues despite the monsoon 
and the blatant claims of normaly having been restored in Bangla Desh, 
by the Army junta which is in iron grip of the State. Guerilla activities 
by the Mukti Fouj continue and are bound to grow. Bangla Desh 
Provisional Government based on the Awami League which secured a 
majority in the National Assembly and a virtual monopoly in the State 
Legislature, continues sending its emissarises to the wide world pressing 
their claims for 'Power to the People' and the reality of the atrocities 
unleashrd by the Army of Yahya Khan. Mainland China continues 
supplying major assistance, both Military and economic, to the Army 
Junta. The reasons are not far to seek, Mao-se-Tung regime, for logic of 
its own, has nothing but contempt for the middle class bougeoisie. In the 
continuance; of the Bangla Desh imbrogli they see the eventual 
elimination of the middle class leadership which they consider 
reactionary from the point of view of the people’s revolution which most 
overtake the world as a whole. They recognise that Bangla Desh is 





already "gone" so far as Pakistan is concerned; the extremists will sooner 
or later take over and their is no question in Chinese mind as to their 
eventual linkage with Mao's thoughts and Mao hegemony in the world. 

What is strange however is that the lessons the American 
Government had learnt till now in Mainland China, in Korea, Vietnam 
and in the Latin American continent have been totally lost on them. 
Elementary prudence would have dectated some sense of wisdom on the 
part of the American Government. They should have realised that it is 
they who were responsibile for the birth of Mao-se-Tung as the Chinese 
leader and the take over of that sub-continent by his extremist party. 
They should have learnt that the pillage and concubinage by Chiang-Ki- 
Shek and his gang supported by American arms and money provided the 
nucleus seeds for the harvest that followed and the same feature repeated 
in every other country where American surplus arms and produce found 
and easy engineered outlet aggravating the gulf between the few and the 
many. Despite initial denials it has now come to light, and the American 
Government is brazen enough to declare in the open, that American 
supply of arms has continued and will continue despite the dismay of 
India and the ridicule of the wide world to the pranks of this runaway 
administration. USSR is on the fence. But one cannot quite predict how 
she will act. The Middle Eastern Countries, whether Iran, Turkey or 
others countinue supplying massive arms to the Army Junta of West 
Pakistan. They are utterly indiffernet to the fact that West Pakistan is 
using all these to suppress the natural urges of a predominant Mulsim 
population in Bangla Desh which holds the major population of the 
erstwhile country known as Pakistan. The conclusion seems irrefutable 
that all these actions are being dictated by arbitrary powers to foster and 
perpetuate arbitrary authority based on the Army and the monopoly 
capitalists in Pakistan. 

It will be appropriate here to analyse how and why all this should 
have happened in a part of the erstwhile United India when the other 
part—the Indian Union with nearly four times the population of 
Pakistan—can forge ahead with the struggles for a democratic way of 
life for her future. The British colonial power took over the reigns of 
India in the late 18th century from a decayed, fragmented Mughal 
Empire. The British bolstered up the Hindus at the expense of the 
Muslims. A new spurt of life and a renasissance followed amongst the 
Hindus by virtue of the preferential treatment meted out by the ruling 
power. The Hindu resolt began towards the end of the 19th century. The 
Imperial policy changed to covert Hindus and Muslims who had begun 
to live as common citizens of a common land during Akbars regime, as 



rivals to each other. Gandhiji managed to weld all the communities of 
India under one banner for national crusade against colonial domination. 
After a series of enginneered communal flare ups in the country Jinnah 
was put up as the ideal instrument for dividing the Hindus and Muslims 
on the infamous theory of Hindus and Muslims being two nations. Left 
to themselves the political differences would have been resolved in time. 
But the leaders at the helm of the movement had already been tired out. 
They also had some taste of power. The Colonial British power had been 
weakened beyond and hope of recovery after World War II. The 
opportunity was seized by the leaders to secure Independence from the 
British power which was only too eager to get out from what they 
foresaw would soon follow if they did not. To the consternation of 
Jinnah India was divided into Pakistan and India. Union despite the 
helpless cries against it by the Mahatma. The Mahatma paid the price for 
his acquiescence over this monstrosityt The country saw the giant two- 
way exodus—an up-rooted humanity—Muslims towards Pakistan and 
non-Muslims towards India. 

The twentyfour years of the existence of Pakistan have had many a 
lesson to offer to which we could turn a blind eye only to our peril as a 
nation. The departing British power who partitioned India with the 
covert objective of acting the Umpire between two warring brothers as 
they did during the later part of British rule, has already suffered a rude 
jolt. The vacuum created by the British was filled up readily by the 
American Pakistan and the USSRU in India. It must be admitted that 
Pakistan into existence because the elite and the neo-elite amongst the 
Muslims succeeded in marshalling the Muslim masses behind the 
demand for an independent Pakistan based on their poverty and under 
development, by-passed as they were, by the modernising influence 
which the British injected into this sub-continent inspite of themsleves. 
No wonder, the elite and the neo-elite having had little share in the 
national struggle for independence of India, got busy appropriating the 
major share of the fruit of independence for themselves and their kin. At 
the critical moment, after the death of Jinnah and Liaqat Ali, the Army 
camp as the new custodian of power in Paksitan supported by the 
capitalist business putting the so-called representatives of people in cold- 
storage. The deprived political representatives dominantly from West 
Pakistan found new avenues for self-expression in the exploitation of the 
major population of Pakistan residing in Bangla Desh as a colony from 
where flowed the major share of the loaves and fishes of office whether 
to the Army or the administration and the butter and cream which flowed 
from the produce of the agricultural rich territory to the business 



interests. Even a blind person could see that religion cannot be a binding 
mortal for a nation today or how else can we explain the continuning 
wars between Christian nations in Europe and Muslim nations in the 
Middle East ? 

Bangla Desh is a case apart because it has a people who are totally 
different whether in ethnology, language, tradition, culture or ecology 
from those that inhabit West Pakistan separated by a thousand miles 
from East Pakistan. The music and literature loving people of Bangla 
Desh raised their banner of revolt for power to mould their own destiny 
according to their will. Meanwhile demands for self rule rather than 
Army rule also began to find expression in a chorus in West Pakistan 
itself. Yahya Khan agreed to constitution making in favour of 'Power to 
the People'. His advisers were obviously out of touch totally with what 
was going on in the mind of the people whether in West Pakistan or in 
erstwhile East Pakistan. Totally contrary to the calculation of the ruling 
group, the elections threw up the Awami League headed by Sheikh 
Mujibur Rahman as the unquestioned majour party in Pakistan as a 
whole and with a virtual monopoly in the State legislature. The Sheikh 
acted the true Gandhian and made co-existence with India the neighbour 
as the background of his six-point programme on which he won the 
massive mandate in elections. This was an anathema to the overloads 
whether in the Army or in Industries and Commerce which ruled over 
the people of Pakistan from West Punjab. Yahya Khan acted the tool of 
destiny in the inevitable dismemberment of the unnatural State of 
Pakistan. 

The world as it stands today has three major powers—the U.S,, 
USSR and Mainland China. These three powers do not want a fourth 
power to raise its head in the world. The smaller powers, whether in 
Europe or elsewhere would dread the prospect of a fourth power equally. 
The only way Indian could be prevented from occupying the position 
which belongs to her by right based on her massive population, her 
wealth above and below the earth she occupies, is to have a powerful 
Pakistan checkmating this potential colossus. The shock of the world, 
whether of the big brothers or the middle or minor ones over the 
impending disintegration of Pakistan heralded by Yahya Khan and his 
associates should be seen on this perspective as also the continuance of 
support through Military and economic aid by big powers and middle 
powers and the mute character of their reaction to the happenings in 
Bangla Desh. 

The world hacf been waiting for Yahya Khan's expected broadcast on 
the political settlement with the people he had lately been talking of. 



India was waiting with bated breath, for apart from the unbearable 
burden thrust on her by nearly seven million refugees and what further 
still threatens round the comer, Pakistan with which we agreed to part 
under compulsion of history, going up in flames is sure to involve the 
sub-continent as a whole in the conflagration. The world is replee with 
example of political upheavals being phenomena which are indivisible. 
The long awaited declaration of Yahya Khan is now out of the bag. The 
Army Junta bolstered up by the big powers seems determined like 
Duryodhan of the Mahabharata days of old, not giving an inch of ground 
even if it means annihilation of West Pakistan herself. The flame 
therefore must spread. Nature is working its inexorable logic out. By 
now our emissaries, both official and non-official, have completed a 
survey of the world. We must now be convinced that the world is asleep 
and even those who are awake are unwilling to be disturbed unduly and 
would acquiesce in the statusque or fair accompli, whatever the case 
may be. India cannot wait any longer for others to pull the chestnut out 
of the fire for us. Being direct neighbours we are directly involved. We 
cannot afford to get ourselves swallowed by the flame which is 
spreading if we wish to survive as a nation. Even our honest wishes to 
the people of Pakistan to co-exist in peace with us demend some action 
from us as the direct neighbours today and common citizens of same 
country yesterday. 

The British power avoweldy divided India to let the people of the 
sub-continent co-exist at peace. Our acquiescence even though under 
duress was based on the assumption that the people of Pakistan would 
mould their life according to the will of their people. The past 
twentyfour years of Pakistan history culminated in the anti-climax since 
25th of March this year, has confimed beyond dispute that it is not 
Bangla Desh with a population of 75 million which is seceding from 
West Pakistan with a population of 65 million. The majority does not 
and cannot secede. It is die minority which is seceding. What is worse, 
an Army Junta backed by monopoly capital with an engineered backing 
of a minority is suppressing the will of a majority. Communist powers 
are ready to come to the rescue of their brodiers in difficulty in whatever 
part of the globe they may be, Cuba for example. Democracy has no 
chance for survival unless people in a democracy can assert themselves 
collectively and on free volition to come to the rescue of their brothers 
where freedom has been threatened. America could provide no 
justification for going into the First or the Second World War, to cite by 
way of an example, but for this basic consideration which prompted their 
action. Even if we have no other nation in the world coming to our side 



we are massive enough as a people and have a moral obligation to come 
to the aid of the major population in Pakistan who have declared their 
independence by having a provisional Government, no matter where that 
Government is located and what the extent of the territory under its 
present control may be. The first pre-requisite therefore is the 
recognition of the rights of 'Power to the People' in Bangla Desh and as a 
logical corollary the recognition of the provisional Bangla Desh 
Government and facilitate this Government securing such assistance 
from India or from elsewhere as can enable the 75 million people of 
Bangla Desh to oveipower the tyranny that has been unleashed on them. 

If India can act on this moral plane there is no reason to suspect that 
the world as a whale will be dead to what is basically right for survival 
of the human race in decency and freedom. Others are bound to join us. 
Even if no one joins and if for instance Pakistan declares war on India it 
is an obligation of this massive population of 550 million to face it with 
all that it may involve. The world by now will know, the war was not of 
our seeking. Therefore the patience we have shown till now and the 
pains we have from to awaken the world will not have gone in vain. 
Looking at it purely from the Indian angle the opportunity is a rare one 
in history to vindicate the will of the people, gird up the lions, cut across 
the fissiparous pulls within us, which dissipate our major energies today 
and prevent us from growing to be a nation we were once. We must 
wake up if we are to earn the place in the comity of nations, that belongs 
to us by right and is we are to earn the wherewithal for survival in 
history. It is blood, sweat and tears alone, since the very dawn of history 
that has provided the mortar for the build up of a nation. The games in 
which we have dissipated ourselves over recent years has been a journey 
in the reverse direction with investment of national energies almost all of 
which has ended in smoke. When shall we learn to be a manly people to 
reflect manliness in our Government and our community ? The nation 
has to be awakened to the reality of the jungle world we live in and the 
implications of our nationhood. This is not a task which will be 
undertaken by Government or by political parties structured and arrayed 
as they are today. The people must assert in every nook and comer of the 
country. Those who have had satiety with the play of partisan politics or 
who have seen enough of its pranks must wake up and assert till the 
echoes of their voice grow into a thunder to convince the powers that be, 
of the will of the people and their impatience with our present 
sugarcoated patience with ourselves. 



SUPPORT 

ACTION COMMITTEE 'BANGLA DESK' 


Please pass the Resolution in the facing page and send a copy to the 
Prime Minister of India and another to the Action Committee 
Bangladesh' Lajpat Bhavan, New Delhi-24. 

RESOLUTION 

This meeting of the.hereby 

Places on record its deep sympathy and support for the people of 
Bangladesh in their hour of trial and agony; 

Condemns unequivocally the inhuman atrocities and genocide 
perpetrated by the military regime on the unarmed men, women and 
children of Bangladesh resulting in the exodus of millions of Bangalees 
to India indicting an unprecedented burden—political, economic and 
social—on this country; 

Deplores the suppression of democratic urges of the people of 
Bangladesh and their duly elected representatives by the Army Junta of 
West Pakistan in utter violation of the U.N. Charter and the Human 
Rights Declaration; 

Appeals to the Government of India to recognise the provisional 
Government of Bangladesh formed in accordance with the verdict of the 
people, and extend to it all possible moral and material aid so that 
favourable conditions are created for the return of the refugees to 
Bangladesh; 

Appeals to all fellow citizens in the country to promote national 
awareness and solidarity in the present crisis and sustain communal 
peace and harmony in the spirit of our secular traditions despite any 
provocation; 

Appeals to the people of the World to extend their sympathy and 
support to the people of Bangladesh and calls upon the people of such 
countries, as may still be supplying arms to West Pakistan, to prevent 
their Governments from adding fuel to the fire of Pakistani aggression; 
and 

Pledges all support and cooperation to the Government of India in 
pursuance of the objectives outlined above. 


Printed and Published by Shri S. D. Sharma. Joint Convener, Action Conunittee Bangla Desh 
Lajpat Bhavan, New Delhi and Printed at Naya Hindustan Press, Chandi Chowk, Delhi. 
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If Mujib is killed, India is to blame : Raj Narain 
(From our Special Correspondent) 

NEW DELHI, SEPT. 1. -Mr. Raj Narain, M.P., yesterday called 

upon the Government of India to tell the people what information it had 
about the fate of the Bangladesh leader. Sheikh Mujibur Rahman. 

In a talk with newsmen, he said, many people feared that Sheikh 
Mujib had already been executed. 

He felt that the Government of India is to blame if Sheikh Mujib has 
already been done to death by the Pakistanis. For, he added. Sheikh 
Mujib's trial would become an international issue if the Government of 
India had accorded recognition to the Bangladesh Government. 

While welcoming reports that there was a possibility of a dialogue 
between India and China. Mr. Raj Narain spelt out three pre-conditions 
for it. 

He said China should accept the Macmahon Line as the boundary 
between India and Tibet, should agree of Tibet's independence and also 
should recognise independent Bangladesh. 

He also felt that Mr. Swaran Singh should have resigned as External 
Affairs Minister after the induction of Mr. D. P. Dhar for the purpose of 
drawing up foreign policy plans. 

Mr. Raj Narain said that the decision of Mr. S. N. Dwivedy and 
others to keep away from the Socialist Party would harm the cause of 
democracy and socialism. 

Talking to newsmen, he said that he admired Mr. Dwivedy's decision 
for it was "the first time in his political career that his profession and 
action are in mutual harmony". 

Mr. Dwivedy, it may be recalled, has resigned from the national Ad 
Hoc Committee of the newly formed Socialist Party and the Orissa PSP, 
which decided to retain its separate identity, has entered into an 
agreement with the Congress (R). 

He said, he would like all Socialist Party Committees, formed or yet 
to be formed, to draw most members from backward communities. 

In case any committee has been formed with no backward 
community melbbers, some members should resign to make room for 
them, he added. 




9iwRrsi ^ ^51^ 

Het^W-sJ ^ CfRlT f^-t[«H 8 

<1lfWR ^raW??? TO gpgJt^ _ 

Yahya's money untouchable : Naznil's Son 
(From our Special Correspondent) 

NEW DELHI, SEPT. 3 —Kazi Sabyashachi, son of Kazi Nazrul 
Islam, out-right rejected today Pakistan's offer to renew payment of 
monthly allowance to the poet. 

He said, they would not touch the blood-stained money of Pakistan. 

Kazi Sabyashachi, now here on a personal visit, said in a statement: 
"I am surprised at the audacity of Pakistan proposing to renew payment 
of monthly allowance to my father, who has been in sick bed for the last 
so many years. 

"It is known to all that in poems, songs and other writings, Nazrul 
Islam has been the embodiment of Bangal's cultural and revolutionary 
spirit, sought to be crushed today by the barbzu’ous Army of Pakistan in 
Bangladesh. Whatever difficulties we may have to face, we shall not 
touch any of Pakistan's money stained with the blood of innocent 
millions." 

Radio Pakistan reported yesterday, quoting an official spokesman in 
Islamabad, payment of monthly allowance to the poet "had been 
resumed through Pakistan High Commission in New Delhi." 

When Pakistan stopped the allowance, the Government of 
Bangladesh announced a allowance to the ailing poet. The Government 
of West Bengal has for a long time been giving a pension to the poet. 
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'Freedom march' to Bangladesh 
(Express News Service) 

CALCUTTA, Sept. 7—A "freedom march" to East Bengal sometime 
in October is being organised by the Gandhi Peace Foundation. 

At least a lakh of Bangla Desh evacuees, living in different camps, 
will return to their homes in batches of a thousand and live there as 
citizens of independent Bangla Desh. 

They will not co-opearte with the Pakistani Government and 
organise their own administration in their areas. 

The Peace Corpse, as they are called will move into Bangla Desh by 
main roads openly. 

Peace workers of different countries are expected to join the march. 
Two Americans, Mr. Charle Walker and Mr. Alexander Paul, who 
resisted the loading of the Pakistani ship "Padma" with war materials, 
have already arrived in India. Workers of the "Operation Omega" are 
also likely to join the march. 

The Foundation has already selected 50 youngmen each of whom 
will lead a group of 1,000 evacuees. 

At a convention here today various aspects of the "march", including 
what the marchers will do in the event of the Pak Army blocking their 
way, were discussed. 

Besides an "Omega" representative, Mr. Walker, an American 
pacifist, will join them. 
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E. B. TRAGEDY 

NATIONS SHOCKED, ANGRY 
Call to set Mujib free at once 

NEW DELHI, Sept. 18—The world's sorrow and anger over the 
events in Bangladesh were voiced by delegates from 24 countries at an 
international conference today with a powerful demand for "immediate 
and unconditional release" of Bangabandhu Sheikh Mujibur Rahman. 

The three-day conference voiced the demand in a resolution 
sponsored by Sarvodaya leader Jayaprakash Narayan, who presided over 
the inaugural session and adopted by the conference with all the 
delegates standing up in support. 

It was also condemned the secret trial of the Sheikh and appealed to 
world Governments to bring pressure on the military regime of Pakistan 
to desist from this grave violation of all canons and law govering civil 
liberties and human freedom recognised in all civilised communities. 

Messages from President V. V. Giri, former French Prime Minister 
Mendes-France and intellectual Andre Malraux, musician Yehudi, 
Meuhin, Senator Edward Kennedy of the United States and from a large 
number of Indian leaders were received wishing success to the 
conference and the people of Bangladesh. 

The first to address the conference after the Chairman was 
Bangladesh representative and former Chittagong University Vice- 
Chencellor A. R. Mallick who narrated the harrowing chain of events 
before the nightmare of March 25-26, leading to the annihilation of a 
million of Bengalis and the rendering homeless of more than eight 
million who had to cross into India to save their lives. 

He was followed by Ceylon's Senarat Gunwardane who, in an 
impassioned speech said, "The people of Bangladesh had exercised their 
right to self-determination as no nation had ever done in the past, and it 
was the duty of the international community to ensure that they got their 
legitimate right." 
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Nazi Way 

French League of Human Rights President Monsieur Daniel Mayer 
sawier the happenings of Bangladesh a ghastly tragedy akin to the Nazi 
purge of the Jews. 

Former Indonesian Foreign Minister Mohammad Roem asked: "Are 
we to concern ourselves only with the result—refugees—and not the 
cause?" 

Dr. Roem, in direct opposition to his country's stand, said the 
Bangladesh issue could not be considered an internal issue as it was a 
threat to world peace. 

He also emphasised that the first issue was the release of Sheikh 
Mujibur Rahman. He said, "One Sheikh Mujibur Rahman dead is more 
dangerous than a thousand Sheikhs alive." 

Professor Stanley Plastrick of New York said that as far as the 
Americans were concerned "one Vietnam was more than enough for a 
century. They do not want a second Vietnam." 

He regretted that despite protest and pressure from all sections of 
U.S. opinion, the administration had placed the United States in a 
position where "apart from the military rulers of Pakistan, the U. S. bears 
the responsibility of all that has happened in Bangladesh." 

Polls will Tell 

Prof. Plastrick said in the next year's Presidential election, the 
administration was sure to get a surprise at the hands of the shocked 
people of the United States. 

British House of Commons Socialist member Fred Evans finished 
his pungent hard-hitting speech with "Joy Bangla : Joy Freedom 
Fighters." 

Mr. Gani Fawehinmi of the Nigerian Lawyers' Association said, "We 
will not allow the millions of people of Bengal to be crushed." 

He called upon the world community to ensure that bombs, guns and 
death did not succeed in crushing the aspirations of the people of 
Bangladesh who, he said, were the victims of continued exploitation and 
were now demanding what was just. 

Vice President of the War on Want Sir George Catlin of the United 
Kingdom said the conference should press the United Nations to take 
effective measures to ensure that the democratic wishes of the people of 
Bangladesh were fulfilled and an end put to their unparalleled misery. 



Prof. Tsuyoshi Nara of Japan, who had come to the conference 
despite a protest by the Pakistani ambassador in Japan called for ways 
and measures for ensure that the Bangladesh problem did not erupt into a 
major Asian war decided by world powers. 

Mr. Clovis Maksoud of Egypt also speaking for Libya and Sudan, 
said the problem of Bangladesh must not be made a part of the Indo- 
Pakistan dispute. 

In an impassioned speech he said the release of Sheikh Mujibur 
Rahman was the concern of all humanity, Mr. Maksoud said denying 
justice to the people of East Bengal was perpetrating a racialist policy. 

Mr. Maksoud said the Arabs thought that the elections would mean 
an end to the denial of equality and dignity to the Bengalis. 

He said he had come to see to himself along with other 
representatives of the Arab world the real state of affairs. The Arabs 
were not "as totally informed as they should be silence they were deeply 
involved the crisis in their homelands. 

The World Federalists though their two representatives Mr. Neilson 
of Denmark and Mrs. Sigrid Hannisdahl of Norway joined in expressing 
concern over the denial of the right to self-determination to the people of 
East Bengal. 

Afgan Support 

Mr. Q. Herdad of the Afghan Millet of Kabul assured the Bengalis of 
the solidarity of the Afghan people. He said the Afghans fully supported 
the desire of the East Bengalis to shed the shackles of exploitation. 

Dr. Homer A. Jack, General Secretary of the World Conference of 
Religious for Peace narrated borrowing incidents of unparalled cruelty 
which he came to know of during his stay in Bangladesh. 

Prof. John Dunham of Australia repeated the demand made by more 
than 400 leading intellectuals, politicians and socialites of his country 
that Sheikh Mujibur Rahman should be immediately released and all 
arms and material aid to Pakistan stopped. 

Regretting the Australian Government's "unfortunate ostrich-like 
attitude," he said that non-govemmental organisations in his country had 
begun a systematic campaign to enlighten public opinion to the political 
problem of Bangladesh so that pressure of public opinion may force the 
Government to-change its attitude. 

Mr. Pavie Jevremovic of the Yugoslovian League for peace also said 
that the people^of Bangladesh must be granted the right to fulfil for self- 
determinations, which they had already exercised. 



The Sapru Hall, where the inaugural session was held, was packed to 
capacity with a distinguished gathering of foreign and Indian delegates, 
special invitees diplomats, party leaders, journalists and other eminent 
people. 

About 140 delegates of whom about nearly 70 came from 23 foreign 
countries spread over five countinents—the largest contingents coming 
from UK and USA—attended the morning session. 

Among prominent persons present at the conference were Mrs. 
Vijaylakshmi Pandit, Acharya J. B. Kripalaiii and Mrs. Sucheta 
Kripalani, Mrs. Kamala Devi Chattopadhyaya, Messrs M. C. Chagla, R. 
R. Diwakar, J. J. Singh Bhimsen Sachar, N. G. Ranga, M. L. Sondhi, 
Sadio Ali, S. N. Mishra, L. M. Singhvi, Samar Guha, Sibbanlal Saxena, 
Shah Nawaz Khan, Sheikh Muhammad Abdullah and others. 

Among the political parties in India, the Congress (R) and the CPI 
did not formally participate in the conference. 

The historical conference started with a welcome speech by the 
Secretary of the conference, Mr. Radhakrishna. 

The proceedings commenced with the observance of silence for two 
minutes as mark of homage to the people of Bangladesh who laid down 
their lives for the liberation of their country. 

Main Agenda 

The main agenda and themes for consideration of the conference 
relate to (1) Case for Bangladesh, (2) Support to the freedom struggle 
and the Government of Bangladesh, and (3) Obligations of the 
international community—governmental and non-governmental. 

These issues will be discussed threadbare in three separate 
commissions of the conference. On the concluding day of the conference 
the reports of the three commissions and resolutions will be discussed. 
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WORLD ACTION TO END SUFFERING URGED 
(Hindustan Times Correspondent) 

New Delhi, Sept. 19—International campaign in the United Nations 
through the Commission on Human Rights to alleviate the situation in 
Bangla Desh was advocated by delegates at the International Conference 
on Bangla Desh at it second day of deliberations here today. 

On Sept. 20, the foreign delegates to this non-official conference, 
conveneds by Gandhian Organisation, are expected to fly to Calcutta for 
a "field trip" to see for themselves conditions in the refugee camps on the 
eastern border. 

A suggestion was made that they cross the border into East Bengal to 
demonstrate "the peoples recognition of independent Bangla Desh". 
Considering the obligations of the international community, one of the 
three commissions appointed by the conference, urged a peace march 
from Kabul to Rawalpindi. 

There was general agreement in all the three commission that time 
had come for universal action to alleviate human suffering caused by 
Pakistan military junta. 

It was pointed out by many delegates that the formation of a peace 
brigade would only amount to a symbolic support for the cause. The full 
implications of forming an armed international brigade to fight alongside 
the liberation forces in East Bengal (as had been organised at the time of 
the Spanish Civil War) were discussed. 

Other commissions established the case for Bangla Desh and urged 
material support of the Government of Bangla Desh in its freedom 
struggle. 

The conference appointed a drafting committee to formulate the 
various recommendations and present them before the plenary session 
tommorw. 
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CONFLICTING VIEWS ON RECOGNITION OF BANGLADESH 

EXPRESSED 
(By A Staff Reporter) 

New Delhi, September 19.—Conflicting viewpoints were put 
forward on the desirability of the Government of India according 
recognition to Bangladesh at the three-day international conference on 
Bangladesh here today. 

The session which was devoted to "the Obligations of the 
International Community" towards Bangladesh was marked by 
exchanges which forced the Chairman, Sir Senarat Gunawardana, to call 
the participants repeatedly to maintain decorum. 

Heat was generated when a suggestion to visit a number of foreign 
missions in Delhi to prevail upon them to recognise Bangladesh was 
under consideration. Some participants objected to the inclusion of the 
Indian Government in the list. 

Another section opposed this view on the ground that the conference 
"should not embarrass the Government of India." One of the participants 
even suggested that they should on the contrary, call on the Prime 
Minister and commend her for the steps taken so far by this country to 
rehabilitate the refugee from Bangladesh. 

Mujib's Release 

As the debate became more heated, an agitaed L'Abbe Pierre stood 
up and sought the permission of the chair to say a few words. He said 
that there was no government which had the moral courage to recognise 
Bangladesh. Would it not be better in this context to urge the Yahya 
Khan Government to release Sheikh Mujibur Rahman and respect the 
massive electoral mandate given to him and his party in December last? 
he asked. 

Mr. Pierre defended the India Government a second time when the 
session was considering a suggestion for leading a freedom march to 
Bangladesh with foreign delegates participating in it. He said that this 
march could put the India Government in an "untenable possition as it 
would start from its territory." 

Some other participants had also expressed their doubts about this 
suggestion. One felt that the move should have the blessings of the 





Government of Bangladesh otherwise it would fail to achieve its 
purpose. 

The suggestion for forming an international brigade on the lines of 
the one which fought in the Spanish Civil War did not find favour as it 
could lead to complications. 

The session agreed that a copy of the resolution asking for the 
release of Sheikh Mujibur Rahman should be presented to the Pakistan 
High Commissioner in New Delhi. They decided to do so on Tuesday. 

March To Islamabad 

The session also considered a suggestion that an international march 
to Islamabad from New Delhi or Kabul should be organised to acquaint 
the West Pakistanis with the fads about what was happening in the 
estem wing of their country. At a participants suggestion, Teheran was 
included as a possible starting point for the march. 

A suggestion that participants visiting refugee camps should cross 
into Bangladesh as a "symbolic act" of defying the Yahya regime met 
with stiff opposition. 

The Commission on "support to Bangladesh" debated a number of 
steps to help the people of East Bengal. Mr. K. Subrahmanyam, Director, 
Institute for Defence Studies and Analyses, said that India should 
seriously consider creating some sort of a situation preferably short or 
war, on her western border with Pakistan to deflect attention of General 
Yahya Khan and his hatcher men from Bangladesh to the western wing 
of their country. 

More lY'oops 

He said after the rains Pakistani Generals would favour movement of 
more troops and lethal weapons from the western wing to Bangladesh to 
deal a hard blow to Bangladesh freedom fighters. 

Not with standing noteworthy gains made by the freedom fighters, 
the presence of more enemy troops in Bangladesh was likely to make a 
difference to the ultimate outcome of their struggle. As such, India 
should do something before the balance was tilted against the Mukti 
Bahini. 

Explaning American motives for pumping military aid into Pakistan 
despite wanton killing by its troops in Bangladesh, Mr. Subrahmanyam 
said in the beginning Pakistan was used as a countervailing power to 
India and also as a member of U. S. sponsored military pacts. Pakistan 



<t8'b 


was also used as a channel of communication to other Muslim countries. 
And now, the Americans had used it as a channel of communication with 
China. 

Other speakers at the session, which was presided over by Mr. 
William Molloy, British M. R, underlined the need for propagating the 
Bangladesh cause in Austrialia, Africa and South-East Asian countries. 
They said because of the failure of communication colossal ignorance 
prevailed about the issue in many areas of the world. 

Plea For Recognition 

Speaker from Bangladesh and several other countries made a fervent 
plea for recognition of their Government. They said Bangladesh was a 
vibrant reality whose forntiers were advancing day by day. It had 
territory, sovereignty and all other concomitants of a modern State, "By 
recognising our Government foreign powers will be greatly extending 
areas of their unfluence." 

Mrs. Sally Ray from Australia said although wanton destruction of 
life and property in East Bengal was beyond belief, Bangladesh had not 
come in Australia an issue of such topical interest as Vietnam and Biafra 
were. It was because people had not been told about the problem. 
Delegations should be sent there. 

Another Australian delegate said, There are many skeletons in our 
cup-board. For instance, we have been accused of being indifferent to 
plans for the uplift of our aborigines. We have been accused of denying 
independence to New Guinea. But I can assure you all we shall not be 
found lacking in sympathy and support for the Bangladesh cause. All 
those who know the issues involved in Bangladesh feel very upset. 

The U.S.A., Saudia Arabia, Iran, Turkey and other Arab countries 
had reportedly offered substantial economic and military aid to Pakistan. 
The U.S. attitude was most untenable. That country which held aloft the 
beacon of liberty and gave the world such slogans as "Gi\ e me liberty or 
give me death" should now be a party to the complete denial of human 
rights to people in East Pakistan is most shocking." 
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NATIONS URGED RECOGNISE BANGLADESH 
(From Our Special Correspondent) 

New Delhi, Sept. 20. —The International Conference on Bangladesh 
today called upon Governments of the world to recognise the 
Bangladesh Government and to stop all military assistance to the West 
Pakistani regime. 

It declared in a resolution that the political struggle of the people of 
Bangladesh should be viewed by the international community as a 
national struggle for freedom. 

It appealed to Governments and people across the world to offer 
immediate and effective assistance to the Bangladesh Government. 

Such assistance the resolution said might mean military aid to some 
nations and individuals to others this might imply economic and non¬ 
violent aid. 

Bangladesh had all the characteristics of a sovereign nation and the 
people's Provisional Government of Bangladesh based on the will of the 
people could alone speak for them, the resolution said. 

It requested members of the United Nations to place the Bangladesh 
problem before all organs of the international body as a violation of 
human rights and as a threat to world peace. 

More than 150 delegates from 24 countries spread over all the 
continents assembled for the conference which was the first international 
gathering in support of the Bangladesh liberation movement. 

Among the delegates about 65 were from 23 foreign countries. They 
included former Prime Ministers and Foreign Ministers, members of 
Parliament from several countries, leading intellectuals and 
distinguished publicists besides men and women dedicated to the cause 
of peace. 

It was obvious at the end of the conference that in spite of minor 
difference on the nature of assistance that could be extended to the 
liberation movement all the delegates now have a batter appreciation of 
the problem. 

On their return home many of the delegates would plunge 
themselves into action to organise help for the Bangladesh people and 
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the movement for the liberation of the counhy from Pakistani repression. 

Differences among the delegates about the nature of assistance came 
to the open at the concluding session. 

In the draft resolution Governments were asked to offer "immediate 
an effective military and economic assistance to the Government of 
Bangladesh." 

Several delegates were of the view that it ran countries to the appeal 
issued by the conferences to different Governments to "stop forthwith 
the supply of arms, anununition, spare parts and military facilities to the 
Government of Pakistan." 

Eventually, a compromise between those who were in favour of 
military aid to Bangladesh and those who wanted such a sugggestion to 
be left ambiguous was arrived at. The amended text left it open to the 
Governments and people to decide for themselves whether such aid 
should be military or should be economic and non-violent. 

The resolution also appealed to the UN and other international 
organisations to channelise aid meant to relieve the sufferings in 
Bangladesh through the Government of Bangladesh under international 
supervision in order to ensure that such aid reaches those for whom it is 
meant. 

It recommended the establishement of an international conunittee of 
friends of Bangladesh to diseminate information based on authoritative 
sources to the people's government and non-governmental agencies with 
a view to fostering public support for the liberation movement. 

The conference expressed its appreciation of the "commendable 
work done by the Government of India in giving relief to refugees from 
Bangladesh." It urged the International Red Cross Society to assume 
direct responsiblity for the organisation and distribution of relief supplies 
in Bangladesh. 

"In no circumstances", said the resolution "should this be entrusted 
to the Pakistani Martial Law Authorities. The participation of the 
Government of Bangladesh is essential and constant with the terms of 
Article III of the Fourth Geneva Convention of 1919." 

Spelling out the actions that individuals and non-Governmental 
bodies could take the conference said a freedom march should be 
inaguated with participants from different countries crossing non- 
violently from India into Bangladesh. 
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FRIENDS OF BANGLADESH : TO SET UP WORLD BODY 
(From Our Special Correspondent) 

New Delhi, Sept. 21.— Some of the participants in the International 
Conference on Bangladesh today decided to set up an international 
committee of friends of Bangladesh with its headquarters in London. 

Mr. Jayprakash Narayan, who presided over the conference which 
ended yesterday, was authorised to finalise the composition of the 
committee. 

Mr. Donald Chessworth, one of the British delegates to the 
conference, was appointed convener to take initial steps to bring the 
committee into being. 

The committee will keep itself in touch with Bangladesh assistance 
bodies, collect and disseminate information on Bangladesh and 
coordinate the activities of national committees and other national 
bodies. 

Today's meeting also discussed possibilities of action at the UN and 
support to the Bangladesh Government's request to the International 
Red-Cross to take direct responsibility for the organisation and 
distribution of relief supplies. 




DELEGATES DROP PLAN TO CROSS BORDER 
(By A Staff Reporter) 

Delegates to the recently-concluded International Conference on 
Bangladesh in Delhi who arrived at Dum Dum Airport at 11-35 a.m. on 
Wednesday dropped their proposed plan to cross into Bangladesh. 

It was earlier declared in Delhi that the delegates w'ould cross into 
Bangladesh to demonstrate that the international community did not 
recognise the Pakistani occupation of the country. 

Thirty-five delegates including three women representing 24 
countries had a close-door conference immediately after their arrival to 
decide whether they should cross the border. 

After the conference Mr. Les Johnson, an Australian MP, declared 
that the proposal to cross into Bangladesh from Petrapole was cancelled 
to "avoid giving the impression that any country other than Bangladesh 
and Pakistan are involved in the problem." 

Explaining the reason for the cancellation, Mr. Johnson said the 
delegates had come to Calcutta on Chartered plane as guests of the India 
Government. So the proposed crossing into Bangladesh territory might 
cause misunderstanding. "While expressing our sincere and grave 
concern over the denial of the sovereign right of the Bangladesh people 
we think it would be inappropriate to cross the border", he added. 

It is learnt the delegates has a hot discussion over the issue of 
crossing the border when they were on the plane. Some were reported by 
in favour of crossing the border. 

It was decided that some individual members could cross the border 
on their own. Some members of the Omega peace mission openly 
declared that they would prevail on some delegates to cross the border 
within a few days in their individual capacity. 

Afterwards the delegates visited the Salt Lake Camp where about 
232,000 evacuees were sheltered. They were taken to the area in two 
station-wagons at about 1 p.m. They saw the sufferings of people and 
had talks with them. When the delegates were going round the camp, 
slogans were raised by evacuees demanding release of Mujibur, 
recognition of the Bangladesh Government by different nations, 
punishment of President Yahya for the genocide, etc. 



Among the delegates were Mr. And Mrs. Hannisdahb of Norway. 
Mrs. Hannisdahb said she was deeply moved by the sufferings of the 
evacuees. She herself was a refugge during the last World War. So she 
had first-hand knowledge of the misery of being a refugee. 

She said it was the duty of different nations to drive out the 
Pakistanis from Bangladesh to ensure the safe return of evacuees. 

Mrs. Viviane Gunawardana said when she went back to Ceylon she 
would put pressure on the Prime Minister Mrs. Bandamaike, to stop the 
refuelling facilities being given to Pak planes. 

Praising India she said considering the immensity of the problem 
India's performance was really creditable. The only solution to the 
Bangladesh problem was independence of the country. 

Mr. Mohammed Ali Saliah from Sudan said that he favoured 
autonomy and not independence for Bangladesh. 

Asked why he did not favour the demand for complete independence 
he said : "We do not the want disintegartion of Pakistan or any country." 

Dr. A. Soorian Malasian, MP of Malaysis, said that "Bangladesh 
should be recognised by the nations and India should take the lead in 
giving recognition to it." 

After visiting the Salt Lake camp the delegates came to Hotel 
Hindusthan International for lunch. They called on Mr. Hussain Ali, 
Chief of the Bangladesh Mission in Calcutta, at 5 p.m. and discussed the 
political situation in Bangladesh with him. 
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GOVT. IS PREPARING FOR SELL-OUT OF BANGLA DESK, 

ALLEGES SANGH 
["The Times of India" News Service] 

Madras, October 10.—The central working committee of the Jana 
Sangh today accused the Union Government of "betraying the cause of 
Bangladesh" and said that Mr. Swaran Singh's statement in Simla calling 
for "a political settlement within the framework of Pakistan" was "a 
shameful let-down." 

A resolution adopted by the committee on Bangladesh said that 
ludged by the touchstone of efficacy in helping to solve the Bangla Desh 
problem, the Indo-Soviet treaty had proved unhelpful. 

Briefing newsmen on today's discussions, Mr. L. K. Advani, a 
member of the working committee and secretary of the Jana Sangh 
Parliamentary Party, said for the first time a senior government 
official—Mr. Swaran Singh — had spoken about a Bangladesh solution 
within the freamwork of Pakistan. 

Almost all the parties had demanded the recognition of Bangladesh 
and the Government of India, too, was in agreement though it seemed to 
have reserved the right to choose the timing, Mr. Advani said. 

Mr. Swaran Singh's statement, however, had come as a big suprise to 
the working committee, he said, "It leaves no doubt in our mind that it 
has been done to prepare the country for a sell-out of Bangladesh," Mr. 
Advani said. 

Indo-Soviet TVeaty 

Asked when, according to him the Government's attitude on 
Bangladesh had started changing, Mr. Advani said that even after the 
signing of the Indo-Soviet treaty some Government leaders were hopeful 
of being able to bring round the Soviety Union to the Indian way of 
thinking. But at Moscow, Mr. Advani said, Mrs. Gandhi realised that 
Russia was not prepared to budge from its stand. 

The Prime Minister, he alleged, had "surrendered" to Soviet pressure 
when she signed a joint statement which contained phrases like "the 
entire people of Pakistan" and "within the framework of Pakistan." Mr. 





Advani said the phrases indicated the mind of both the Soviet Union and 
the United State which were committed to the integrity of Pakistan. 

The resolution said the Prime Minister had promised the nation the 
refugee from Bangladesh would return to their healths and homes within 
six month. But instead of the refugees returning, more were streaming 
into India in large numbers. "With the end of the monsoon, Yahya's tanks 
will begin fresh atrocities and there will be a heavier influx into this 
country," the resolution said. 

Recognition Plea 

Mr. Advani said the Mukti Bahini was in no position to destroy or 
dislodge the army. If Bangladesh were to be liberated, India should first 
recognise the new republic and give all aid, including guns, tanks, planes 
and ships, on a government to government basis. 

The resolution noted then a joint statement issued by the Soviet 
Union with Algeria on October 9 affirmed "respect for the national unity 
and integrity of Pakistan" and appeal to India and Pakistan to "find a 
peaceful settlement for the problem confornting them...in the spirit of the 
Tashkent meeting." 

"The Tashkent in the offing would be a betrayal not only of the brave 
freedom fighters of Bangladesh and the millions who have laid down 
their lives for the cause but also of India's own national interests," the 
resolution said. 

Mr. Advani said the working committee was drawing up details of a 
national agitation on the Banladesh issue and the gneral rise in prices 
and would be announced by the Sang President, Mr. A. B. Bajpayee, on 
Tuesday. 
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APCC(R) TAKES SERIOUS NOTE OF PAKISTAN’S WAR 

PREPARATIONS 

(From our Gauhati Office) 

October 22.—The Assam Pradesh Congress (R) Committee in a 
lengthy resolution yesterday took a serious note of the "warlike 
preparations of the Pakistani forces" and called upon the Government 
and the people "to become alert and take necessary steps in face the 
situation with courage and determination." 

In the critical situation, it said, the north-eastern region, particularly 
Assam, "Will have to play a major role being in the position of sentinel." 
The committee presided over by Mr. B. C. Bhagawati, appealed to the 
people of the region to rise to the occasion as one man, maintain a unity 
of purpose irrespective of party and other considerations and, in the 
interest of national security, lake all necessary steps in consert with the 
Government." 

The discussion on the resolution proceeded even when secret noting 
was going on in an antecham ber for elections of the committee's Vice- 
President and three AICC members. 

The resolution moved by the Finance Minister, Mr. K. P. Tripathy, 
also note the massive anti-India was hysteria whipped up in Pakistan by 
the military junta headed by Gen. Yahya Khan. The Committee viewed, 
"Only point to the seriousness, and gravity of the situation...which every 
citizen of India needs take serious note of." 

The committee still hoped that the international community would 
succeed to create pressure on Pakistan to bring about a political 
settlement with Bangladesh leaders and ensure the return of about 10 
million evacuees with safety and honour. 

The committee also feared that the intervention by the world 
community might not happen "Due to intransigence of the Pakistani 
military dectator." The committee called upon the Government and the 
people to organise civil defence including airraid precautions and to be 
vigilant against "Fifth Column activities of enemy agents and 
spies—particularly, their attempts at sabotage." 
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The committee felt that strengthening of the security arrangements, 
home guards and fire-fighting organisations and building up Shanti 
Senas and emergency relief committees were immediately necessary. 

The Government should see that the supply of essential commodities 
to this part of the country is maintained, a sufficient reserve built up and 
controls on the distribution is introduced where necessary. 

The people should be prepared to face any situation of depreciations 
and work for the production aiming at self-sufficiency." 

The APCC today and also recorded its consensus of no objection to 
the revised NEC scheme, though no formal resolution was adopted. 

Mr. Dharanidhar Basumatari, MP out of three constestants, was 
elected Vice-President of the APCC. Out of the eight candidates for 
three vacancies. Mr. Robin Kakoti, MP. Dr. Bhumidhar Barman and Mr. 
Pradeshkumar Choudhury, were elected to the AICC. 
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3 OPPOSITION PARTIES BACK GOVT. IN MEETING PAK 

CHALLENGE 

New Delhi, October 24, —The Prime Minister, Mrs. Indira Gandhi, 
is under stood to have told some of the Opposition leaders late last night 
that the Indo-Pakistan border situation continued to be grave and the 
country should be prepared for all eventualities. 

Mrs. Gandhi, who met separately Mr. Bhupesh Gupta (CPI), Mr. S. 
N. Mishra, (Cong. O) and Mr. Dahyabhai Patel (Swatantra), warned 
against any complacency that the danger of war had receded. 

The Prime Minister assured that the defence forces were in a state of 
alert and any provocation by Pakistan would be adequately answered. 
She said she had discussed the whole situation with her senior 
colleagues who would handle any developments in her absence. If 
necessary, she would cut short her trip. 

Firm Support 

Mrs. Gandhi also said that Pakistan had brought about this 
confomtation of troops of both the countries on the border with a view to 
Sabotaging her foreign trip. 

She had an apprehension that the Yahya regime was particularly 
concerned about her visit to U. S. and was apprehensive that she might 
carry conviction with President Nixon and other American leaders on the 
Bangla Desh problem. It was in this context that she had decided to stick 
to her trip. 

All the three leaders declared their firm support to the Government 
in meeting any challenge from Pakistan. 

Mr. Gupta is understood to have and that efforts should be made to 
avoid a war, though Pakistan seemed to be bent on declaring it. India 
should not slacken in its support to the liberation forces in Bangla Desh. 

Referring to the new levies. Mr. Gupta said the Government should 
have raised the extra money from the richer classes, including the 
monopolists, Indian and foreign. There was no need to subject the 
common man to additional tax burdens. 
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Mr. S. N. Mishra also said that his party would stand by the 
Government in the event of any emergency. 

Mr. Patel was reported to have criticised the policy of indecision of 
the Government in regard to the present situation. He pledged his party's 
support to any firm action by India against Pakistan. He warned against 
the possibility of Pakistani saboteurs provoking communal riots in India. 

The Swatantra leader presented to Mrs. Gandhi a copy of the report 
prepared by an all India convention on the plight of East Pakistan 
minorities in 1964. Mr. Patel said the Government had been faced 
intermittently with the problem of influx of refugees from East Bengal 
since partition. He pleaded for a lasting solution to the travails of the 
monitories in East Bengal. 

Mrs. Gandhi told the opposition leaders that she was meeting them 
separately since no joint meeting could be arranged owing to the illness 
of the Jana Sangh President, Mr. A. B. Vajpayee. Mrs. Gandhi had met 
Mr. Vajpayee on Friday. —UNI. 
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Jayprakash Narayan 
ON BANGLADESH 

Few causes have stirred Jayprakash Narayan so deeply and 
involved him so intensely as the Bangladesh issue. Freedom fighter, 
founder-secretary of Congress Socialist Party, Sarvodaya leader, 
founder-member of the Indian Committee for Cultural Freedom, J. 
P., an ardent Gandhian has been most forthright in his 
condemnation of the genocide being perpetrated by the hordes of 
Yahya Khan in Bangladesh. He has been also advocating formal 
recognition of the people's Government of Bangladesh. More than 
anyone else, J. P. has succeeded in rousing public opinion both here 
and abroad in favour of Bangladesh. 

We give below extracts from J. P.'s press statements of 
Bangladesh (Emphasis added). 

New Delhi, March 16,1971 

For fear of being misunderstood I had been hesitant to comment 
upon the developments in East Pakistan, but after reading Sheikh 
Mujibur Rahman's appeal to day to freedom fighters the 'world over' 1 
feel impelled to say a few words in response. 

First of all, I must express my deep admiration for the extraordinary 
leadership that the Sheikh has given to the people of Bangladesh. 

It would be hard to find another example in all history of a 
leader who had succeeded in uniting his people behind him in the 
total manner that Sheikh Mujibur Rahman has done. 

It would be harder still to find another example of such over¬ 
whelming support being used with so much forbearance and wisdom in 
the face of so much for bearance and wisdom in the face of so much 
provocation. 

Since Gandhiji it has been given to Sheikh Mujibur Rahman to 
demonstrate the power of non-violence on such a vast scale... 

Let me make it clear that just as 1 believe in the territorial integrity 
of my country, I do not wish to see the breakup of Pakistan. Sheikh 
Mujibur Rahman himself has been asking for nothing more than full 
autonomy for his state and in spite of acts of genocide on the part of the 
West Pakistan military rule, he has desisted from taking the last 
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irrevocable step of secession. That is a measure of his statemenship. The 
responsibility of pushing him beyond his self-imposed limit would be 
entirely upon the civil and military powers in West Pakistan. Let us hope 
that they would be wise enough not to push him that far... 

Sitabdiara, March 27,1971 

In a recent statement 1 had hoped that the military and bureaucratic 
leaders of Pakistan would have wisdom enough not to push Sheikh 
Mujibur Rahman and the people of East Pakistan beyond the point of no¬ 
return. Events have belied the hope and President Yahya Khan has 
ordered what is euphemistically called stringent martial law but what in 
reality is a military subjugation of a whole people... 

Some aspects of the situation should particularly weigh with 
democratic peoples and governments of the world, namely that 
Sheikh Mujibur Rahman, having won a majority of the seats in the 
Pakistan National Assembly and 98.8 per cent of the seats in the 
Eastern wing, is by all canons of democracy the rightful ruler of 
Pakistan and further that since Bangladesh contains 58 per cent of 
the people of Pakistan it is really a minority in the united Pakistan 
that is trying to suppress the majority. 

The minority must in reality be very small because except for the 
paranoiac West Punjabi Muslims, the peoples of Sind, North-West 
Forntier and Baluchistan do not appear to be so united behind the 
military dictatorship and have themselves, been demanding various 
degrees of autonomy... 

April 2,1971 

The time has, however, come when it must be realised that not much 
useful purpose will be served by mere expressions of resolve and 
promises of sympathy. What the occasion cries for is the immediate 
implementation of the promises made. Material support in the shape of 
relief of every kind and the opening of the borders to all those who 
might cross over has, of course, to be arranged... But it is as much 
required to ensure that the struggle for liberation for Bangladesh is not 
crushed by the Army of West Pakistan. All help required for this purpose 
should be made avilable without further delay. What that help could be, 
what concrete form our active support should take, may best be left to 
the Government to decide. I have only to say that my sense of history 
and knowledge of international affairs tell me that it will not be any 
violation of internaitional law to accord immediate recognition to 
Bangladesh. Eminent international jurists like Mr. Chagla and Mr. 
Krishna Menon have also taken the same view. 



Another factor to be taken into account is the proven fact of 
legitimacy of Government of Sheikh Mujibur Rahman. There is no 
parallel outside of the communist states in which any political party 
at a free and fair election was able a to achieve the kind of near-total 
victory as the Sheikh's Awami League was able to register. From the 
democratic standpoint Sheikh Mujibur Rahman's Government is 
unquestionably much more legitimate than the military rules of 
President Yahya Khan, whose only sanction is force. Therefore, 
those who are supporting West Pakistan in the name of unity and 
constitutionality are indeed strengthening the causes of social 
reaction colonialism and militarism. The countries of the third world, 
especially of Africa and Asia, who talk so much of revolution and the 
people are, therefore, on trial today. Will it not be major tragedy of 
history if this great example of people's upsurge is crushed by the 
military, anti-people and anti-democratic junta with the "revolution 
aries" and "champions of the people standing by in obedience to the 
wishes of that junta ?" 

J. P. went on an extensive tour of several countries during 

May—June, 1971 to rouse public opinion abroad on the Bangladesh 
issue. He visited Cairo, Rome, Belgrade, Moscow, Helsinki, 
Stockholm, Bonn, Paris, London, Washington, New York, Ottawa, 
Vancouver, Tokyo, Djakarta, Singapore and Kuala Lumpur. On his 
return, he issued a press statement from New Delhi on June 29,1971 
on his "mission as a servant of peace." We give below extracts from 
the statement. (Emphasis added) 

I had undertaken this mission as a servant of peace on behalf of the 
sarva Seva Sangh and the Gandhi Peace Foundation. I am very thankful 
indeed, for all the help, financial and other wise, that I received from 
them. 

Equally, I must express my warm appreciation of all the help and 
hospitality that we received from our country's representatives in all the 
capital we visited. We are most thankful to them particular and to the 
Government of India in general for all that they did to make my mission 
as useful as possible. 

It was not to beg for aid for refugee relief or only to talk about 
human suffering and to arouse the moral conscience of the world that I 
undertooth the arduous trip. Succour for millions of refugees who have 
fled to India as well as succour for many millions more subjected to 
terror in Bangladesh and faced with famine and epidemic there, is of 
course urgent and I naturaly spoke about it. As for the moral conscience 
of the world or what is left of it, the press everywhere, except for Cairo, 
has done, and I think is still doing a wonderful job. 



My greater concern was with the political issues involved and the 
need for their urgent resolution, because as I tried to point out to those 
whom met, the refugee problem and the humanitarian problem were 
only by-product of the underlying political problem. 

Thanks to the world press as well as to other sources of information 
including their own diplomatic channels. I found that governments were 
fairly well posted in regard to the political aspects of the question. I 
think it was generally felt that the Government of Pakistan by using its 
brutal might to suppress the democratic verdict of the people of 
Bangladesh had put in to jeopardy the very survival of Pakistan as a 
united nation. Yet, I found the spokesmen of some governments 
clutching at the straw of hope that some links between the two wings 
might still be preserved. Therefore, they all seemed to be pressing 
Pakistan to stop military operations and seek a political 
accommodation—this was the popular term in Washington—with the 
leades of Bangladesh. When questioned if they had accommodation with 
stooges in their mind, they were emphatic in disclaiming any such 
thought. Again we confronted with the view that after what the Pakistan 
army had done in Bangladesh no self-respecting Bengali would accept 
even a tenuos link with West Pakistan wishful thinking took the place of 
hard reason. 

The fact of the matter is, and let this be understood clearly in 
this country, that the great powers are all anxious to preserve the 
status quao in terms of the balance of power already established in 
the world. Some of them are particularly keen to preserve the 
balance in South Asia which has been created by them through a 
deliberate policy of neutralising India by bolstering up Pakistan. 

In any event, it is India that is immediately concerned and will have 
to face the consequences of Pakistan's action, and I found no evidence 
anywhere that anyone was prepared to pull the chestnuts out of the fire 
for us. 

Some of the economic burden of caring after the refugees they may 
be prepared to share — though our estimate of numbers perhaps 
appeared exaggerated to them —but it is obvious diat the social and 
political burdens will have to be borne by India alone. And heaven 
knows these burdens are far heavier than the economic ones. 

To sum up the impressions of my tour, we in India must 
understnad that we cannot expect others to solve our difficulties for 
us. We have to do that oursleves. Secondly we have to decide if 
continued suppression of the people of Bangladesh, with all its 
attendant economic, political and social consequences, will be in our 
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national interest. This is not the same as asking whether a break-up 
of Pakistan will be in India's national interest. President Yahya 
Khan and his advisers have already succeeded in breaking up their 
nation. The question to be answered is whether the attempt by West 
Pakistan to occupy Bangladesh by force, with all its present and 
future consequences for us, is a spectacle which we can continue to 
behold with little more than brave words. For myself I am quite 
clear in my mind that it would be a grave betrayal of India's 
national interests to delay action much longer... 

Everyone I met abroad was full of praise for the Prime Minister’s 
restrain and states-manship in dealing with a difficult crisis. I too admire 
her for that. But she must decide now if the time for action has not 
arrived. Action, not from any altruistic motives of rescuing East 
Bengalis from Pakistan terror and restoring to them their lost 
democracy, but to prevent Yahya Khan from exporting his internal 
chaos into this country and achieving a demographic re-distribution 
of his population at our cost, and, above all, to defend our political, 
reconomic and social institutions. I concede that the Prime Minister 
must choose her time because she alone is in position to know and weigh 
all the prosan and cons involved. But even to a private citizen like me 
the basic considerations are clear and it is on that ground that my plea 
for action is being advanced. 

We give below J. P's press statement released on July 27, 1971 
from New Delhi. This statement does not seem to have received the 
wide coverage it deserves. (Emphasis added). 

"A dove turned hawk", "a war-monger"—this is how I have been 
described in a section of the press. Others have pictured me as trying to 
embarrass or discredit the Prime Minister; and at least one imaginative 
weekly of Bombay has suggested that by my present Bangladesh stance 
I am hoping to pressurise Indiraji to make me the next President of India. 
The Muslim press, barring few exceptions, is particularly on the 
offensive against me. As soon as I have a little breathing time, I hope to 
write more fully about the question of Bangladesh. Here, I only wish to 
clarify my position and make an earnest appeal. 

I deny categorically that I have ever advocated a war with Pakistan. 
Indeed ever since the lie first appeared in the press I have been 
contradicting it, but as it happens, the mud splashed in headline 
continues to stick. This is not only grossly unfair to me but also creates 
confusion in the public mind and thereby weakens the national effort so 
essential at this critical and fateful moment. The present cirsis is so 
serious that either this nation shall emerge from it as a steeled, united. 



strong and respected power or as a demoralised, confused and spineless 
weakling no longer to be taken seriously by the world. Therefore, let no 
one try to confuse the issues. 

What I have been advocating is not war against Pakistan but 
formal political, recognition of the People's Government of 
Bangladesh. It is true that when questioned if recognition of the 
Government and open assistance to the Mukti Bahini may not 
provoke Pakistan to start a war with India, I have admitted that the 
rid was certainly there, but it had to be accepted. 

If this is tantamount to saying that India should declare war on 
Pakistan than I am surely a war-monger. But then heaven knows 
who in this country is not a war-monger. The only difference, as far 
as I have been able to understand, between people of my way of 
thinking and the Government of India is that while the latter is 
waiting for the right moment to arrive when recognition may be 
given, we are saying that the right moment is now. 

As for my wanting to embarrass or discredit the Prime Minister or to 
force her to give me a job, these are no vile suggestions to be taken 
notice of. But as they have appeared in print and are likely to confuse the 
odd reader let me make it clear that have no political axe to grind, nor 
am I a candidate for any office, and that I have personal affection and 
regard for the Prime Minister. In fact, on this question of Bangladesh, 
my impression is that there is complete understanding between us, and 
that the public pressure that I am helping to build up in favour of 
immediate or early recognition can in no way embarrass her. 

The appeal that I wish to make is to keep party politics out of the 
Bangladesh issue. In her very first statement on the subject in the current 
session of the Lok Sabha, the Prime Minister had emphasised that "this 
situation cannot be tackled in partisan spirit or in terms of party politics". 
The unanimous resolution passed by the Lok Sabha was an excellent 
beginning of this approach. But unfortunately symptoms have appeared 
recently of a divisive, even partisan, approach. It is understandable that 
differences between parties, even on such a non-partisan issue as 
Bangladesh, might arise in course of time, particularly in view of 
Government's continued hesitation to take effective action. There are 
two main blocks opinion. One is represented by the ruling Congress 
which is not opposed to recognition in principle but wants in practice to 
leave it to the Prime Minister to choose the iq)propriate though without 
making it clear what factors would determine the choice of the moment. 
The other block is constituted of almost the entire Opposition plus many 
non-party organisations and individuals like myself who feel that the 
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time for recognition is here and now. Though this un-fortunate division 
of the national mind has been allowed to occur, the difference of opinion 
is not so great, nor is the issue itself of such a nature, as to permit its 
partisan exploitation. 

While the Congress (R) might wish to mabilise public opinion in 
favour of its own stand, it must concede the right to others to do the 
same. The later, however, must present a united front if they mean to be 
taken seriously. Happily Shri Atal Bihari Vajpayee. President of the 
Bharatiya Jana Sangh, has agreed to convert his party's programme 
scheduled for the 12th August into an all-party or even a non-party 
affair. I appeal to all the parties and personalities concerned to take 
advantage of this constructive offer. 

At first pan-Arabism's political goal was freedom within the 
Ottoman empire, and this seemed possible of attainment with the 
growing revolutionary movement within Turkey itself, the centre of the 
empire. Arab nationalists and Turkish reformers co-operated in the 
Committee of Union and Progress the secret association through whcih 
the Young Turks took power in 1908-9 on a liberal programme that 
promised equality to the various racial, religious, and national groups. 
But the chauvinism of the Young Turks disillusioned the Arabs, who 
then adopted autonomy as their political goal. Christan leadership in the 
nationalists movement be gain to should with muslims who were also 
feeling the influence of new ideologies. Moreover, the illiberal turn of 
the Young Turks alienated the Moslem Arabs as much as it did the 
Christians. The Ottomization policy mean the discouragement of Arabic 
language and literature and the imposition of Turkish in administration 
and education. These developments set the stage for the failure of the 
Ottoman effort to defend itself against the allied powers by cooling for a 
holy war 1914. 

Morrore Berger, The Arab World Today, Doubleday & Company 

New York 1962, p. 338 
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PRIME MINISTER 

In Bangladesh, it is not a small minority which is being terrorized 
and annihilated, but the vast majority of the people—the people who 
voted democratically and constitutionally. The sheer number of the 
refugees calls for a relief operation of unprecedented magnitude. 

The world must reinstaste the refugees in their homes in the not 
distant future. In the meantime, the Government and people of India 
must be united in giving them whatever help we can. Our country has 
always been a haven for those escaping persecution in their own 
countries. 

My good wishes to the Bangladesh Aid Committee of Maharashtra. 


Sd- 

Bonn (West Germany), (INDIRA GANDHI) 

November 11, 1971. 


RASHTRAPATIBHAVAN 
NEW DELHI-4 
October 30, 1971 

I am glad to know that the Bangladesh Aid Committee, Maharashtra, 
is holding a function on the 24th November, 1971. My best wishes for 
the success of its endeavours. 


Dear Friends: 


Sd/-V. V.Giri 


It was indeed a privilege for me to organise and present "STRINGS 
& STARS" on behalf of the Bangladesh Aid Committee, Maharashtra in 
aid of the refugees from Bangladesh. The Bangla Desh Aid Committee 
(Maharashtra) has been playing a significant role in making the people 
of this state to feel their responsibility towards millions of Bangladesh 
refugees and in trying to improve their plight. The success of collecting 






funds depended solely on the help and co-operation of persons like you, 
and had it not been for your sympathy and interest in this noble cause, I 
would not definitely have, been able to achieve my objective. 

I take this opportunity to convey my gratitude to those of my 
colleagues especially, Waheeda Rahman, R. C. Chowdhury, and Ram 
Kamlani, who have been in no small measure responsible for the 
successful presentation of "STRINGS & STARS." 

May I also take this opportunity to express my sincere thanks to His 
Excellency, Nawab Ali Yaver Jung, Governor of Maharashtra, who in 
spite of heavy responsibilities of the State, took keen interest in this 
work from the very beginning and helped us in various ways. 

All this and more has been made possible by the dedicated, hard 
working members of various committees by their selfless and untiring 
service for this noble cause. 

I am grateful to you all for gracing this occasion by your mass 
participation here today. 

Sd/-. 
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CALCUTTA UNIVERSITY BANGLADESH SAHAYAK SAMITI 

AN APPEAL 

We hope you are aware that the Calcutta University Bangladesh 
Sahayak Samiti of the teachers, students and others of the University and 
the Affiliated Colleges, founded in early April, 1971. has already served 
the cause of the patriots of Bangladesh by publishing a number of 
booklets and brochures revealing the truth about Bangladesh and 
circulated them all over the world. The Samiti has collected the biodata 
of thousands of teachers of Bangladesh to help institutions willing to 
help them in any way. Moreover the evacuee teachers need immediate 
financial help for their mere subsistence. 

We have already distributed more than a lakli of rupees amongst the 
displaced teachers and intellectuals from Bangladesh apart from another 
lakh worth of subsidiary assistance to the Mukti Bahini youths. We have 
also distributed medicines worth nearly 80,000 rupees amongst the 
evacuees from Bangladesh sheltered on Indian soil apart from various 
other types of assistance which we received in kind that have been 
distributed amongst the people of Bangladesh. 

We acknowledge with gratitude the massive contribution received 
through Dr. P. B. Gajendragadkar, the then Vice-Chancellor of the 
University of Bombay and Professor Atin Majumdar of the Australian 
National University amongst others. 

Should you suppose that with the recognition of the Bangladesh by 
the Indian Government, such help is no longer needed ? May I stress that 
it is expected to be a long time before the refugees, in particular the 
displaced teachers amongst them, are again resettled and found regular 
employments in their own country. Many have lost their homes and their 
families in the fighting; and many of their school or college buildings 
have been damaged or destroyed. 

As President of the Calcutta University Bangladesh Sahayak Samiti I 
address this appeal to all (3rd in the series) to send their contributions in 





cash or kind. The alumni of this century old University must be 
distributed all over India and the world. I am sure, the people will extend 
their generous help to us to help suffering humanity. 

The Government of India has kindly accorded exemption to our 
donors from the payment of Income Tax to the extent of their donations. 

The central office of the Samiti is located at the Darbhanga Building, 
Calcutta University, Calcutta-12, India. 


S. N. SEN 
Vice-Chancellor 
Calcutta University 
and 

President, 

Calcutta University Bangladesh Sahayak Samiti 


Contributions may kindly be sent by cheques issued in favour of "Calcutta University 
Bangladesh Sahayak Samiti." 



April, 1971 

The Calcutta University Bangladesh Sahayak Samiti was formed on 
April 3, 1971, at a metting of students, employees, officers and teachers 
of the University, teachers of affiliated colleges and members of different 
University bodies. The committee has Prof. Satyendranath Sen, Vice- 
Chancellor, as its President, Prof. P. K. Basu, Pro-\^ce-Chancellor for 
Academic Affairs, as Working President and Shri Hirendramohan 
Majumdar, Pro-Vice-Chancellor for Business Affairs and Finance, as 
Treasurer. 

An initial donation of Rs. 5,000 by the Calcutta University formed 
the nucleous of the committee's fund and the committee started 
functioning immediately. 

Since its inception the committee has been rendering considerable 
assistance to the war evacuees. Apart from food packets, medicine and 
first-aid equipment have been sent. Because of the heavy influx of war 
evacuees—whose number has already crossed fifteen lakhs—we have 
had to spend several thousands of rupees and considerable energy in this 
sphere. Sm. Bina Bhowmik (an alumnus of the University) along with a 
small team of Sm. Kamala Bose, Sm. Mrinmayee Bose, Sm. Meera Sen 
and others has rendered us considerable assistance in this matter. 
Teachers and students of schools and colleges have also lent a ready 
hand. 

Our President sent telegrams to the Prime Minister of India and the 
Director-General, UNESCO, amongst others, on April 5, 1971. In his 
telegram to the Prime Minister our President drew the attention to the 
need for giving recognition to Bangladesh. Our President drew the 
attention of the Director-General, UNESCO to the dastardly attack on 
Bangladesh and substantial destruction of the Universities of Dhaka, 
Rajshahi and Chittagong, including mass murder of teachers and 
students. He also drew the Director-General's attention to the unabated 
genocide conunitted by the Pakistani Army in Bangladesh. The Director- 
General has sent a telegraph! acknowledgement expressing his 
sympathies for the victims of genocide. The Prime Minister also has 
acknowledged the telegram. 

One of our aims is to help those teachers of universities and other 
educational institutions in Bangladesh who have crossed over to India. 
We have offered and shall continue to offer temporary financial 
assistance to these teachers and we have opened a register for them. Dr. 
Aniruddha Roy of Post-Graduate Islamic History and Culture 
Department, in cooperation with Shri Anil Sarkar of Post-Graduate 
Conunerce and Shri Pijush Das, Shri Angsuman Mallik and Shri Anil 



Basu, has taken charge of this department. The Syndicate of the Calcutta 
University has drawn up a scheme for offering visiting 
Professorships/I^cturerships to the scholars from Bangladesh. With the 
concurrence of the University Grants Commission and the Ministry of 
Education, Government of India, the scheme can be spread over the 
whole of India. The scheme can also be extended to cover the schools 
with the concurrence of the State Governments. We have already written 
to the different State Governments and contacted some of them. We hope 
that something will come out of these efforts. 

In addition to the publication of the present brochure, we have 
patronised a publication in Bengali dealing with Sheikh Mujib's six- 
point programme. The task was undertaken by Shri Ajit Mohan Gupta 
(an alumnus of the University), proprietor of the Bharat Phototype 
Studio. Shri Swaraj Bhattacharyya, staff photographer of Chitrangada 
has helped us with many valuable photographs. 

Our President has issued an appeal (both in English and Bengali) to 
the people, especially to the alumni of the University, for liberal 
donations to the fund of the Samiti. The response has been encouraging. 
The first to donate was our National Professor, Shri Satyendranath Bose. 
Others to donate in quick succession were Krishnagar Women's College, 
Sarojini Naidu College, Women's College, Calcutta Lady Brabourne 
College Bethune School. Teachers and staff of Dr. B. C. Roy Institute of 
Basic Medicine Calcutta University, 61 teachers of the Post-Graduate 
Departments of the University, students of Economics, Political Science, 
Islamic History, Modern History and English Department of the 
University, Bharat Charity Trust through Mr. N. L. Todi, Messrs. Press 
Agents Pvt. Ltd., Messrs. Allied Agency, Staff of Pasteur, Laboratories, 
Siddheswar Hosiery Factory, Gokhale Memorial Girls' College, Umesh 
Chandra College, Bangladesh Aid Conunittee, Bombay, Shri Ajitkumar 
Datta, former Advocate-General, Government of West Bengal, Father P. 
Fallon, S. J., Shri Amitesh Benerji, Principal Nirodkumar Bhattacharyya, 
Principal Mamata Adhikary and many others from all walks of life. Free 
gifts of medicine were collected by Shri Utpal Chowdhury and Sm. 
Soma Chatterjee. University students of all departments are raising funds 
on behalf of the Samiti. We hope the number of donors will swell daily 
to help us tackle the gignaric task. 

Professors Juanes Patranabis, Jatin Chatterji, Dipak Hazra and P. 
Sensarma have taken overall charge of the office. The office of the 
Samiti is functioning on the first floor of the Darbhanga Building 
between 11 a.m. and 5-30 p.m. and at 14, Bidhan Sarani, first floor, 
between 6 p.m. and 8 p.m. 



We need funds to carry on the tasks we have undertaken. Students 
employees and teachers of educational institutions may kindly decide to 
make monthly contributions for quite some time to the Vice-Chancellor's 
fund. We also appeal to all others for generous contributions. Cheques 
may be sent in favour of the Treasurer, Calcutta University Bangladesh 
Sahayak Samiti. 

May, 1971 

The Calcutta University Bangladesh Sahayak Samiti continued its 
work in support of the cause of Bangladesh. During the period under 
review the Samiti continued to offer (i) aid to Mukti Fauj by 
supplementing Civil Supplies, sometimes in cooperation with other 
Committee similar objectives, (ii) assistance to teachers and non¬ 
teaching staff of educational institutions in Bangladesh, (iii) assistance to 
Bangladesh Government agencies to coordinate their activities as and 
when desired by them and in the form and manner outlined by them. The 
first major publication of the Samiti 'Bangladesh ^—The Truth', with a 
foreword from our president, the Vice-Chancellor of the Calcutta 
University, Prof. S. N. Sen, appeared on May 9, 1971, the birthday of 
Poet Tagore." This publication has been sent out to all the world 
Universities, notable elites. Parliamentarians, Newspapers. As far as we 
are aware this publication has evoked very wide interest amongst the 
world elites regarding the happenings in Bangladesh. 

Two other publications have made its appearance during the period, 
'Mukti Yuddhe Bangladesh' by Prof. Asaf-uz-Zaman has been published 
by the C. U. Bangladesh Sahayak Samiti with the help and assistance of 
Shri Sudhir Chandra Mukhopadhyay of the Radiant Process. The 
Radiant Process did the work free of cost. The other publications, also in 
Bengali, containing the historic call of Sheikh Mujibur Rahman at 
Dhaka to his countrymen was printed by Shri Ajit Mohan Gupta with a 
little subvention from the Committee. 

Presently two more publications are being processed—(i) two 
volumes of picture album—one to be processed by the Bharat Phototype 
Studio and the other is being processed by the Radiant Process. Both 
these publications will appear with foreword from Mr. M. Hossain Ali, 
Head of the Bangladesh Mission in India, Calcutta, (ii) one reproduction 
in print of the document prepared by Mr. Dorfman and two other 
American scholars presenting the case of Bangladesh. This booklet is 
also being printed at the Radiant Process on our behalf free of charge. 

The Samiti has presented several copies of a Bengali text Book on 
Military training, named "Prathamik Juddhavidya" to several training 



camps of Bangladesh. This book has helped them to remove a longfelt 
demand. We received the books as complimentary copies from the 
publisher, Messrs Naya Prokash and the author. 

Our student workers organised several picture exhibitions at the 
following places on the date mentioned against each : 

May 9 — Circus Avenue—visitors, nearly 2,000 

May 21, 22 and 23 — Nabin Chand Boral Lane 

— visited by nearly 4,000 persons 

May 25, 26 and 27 — Gobardanga— visitors, nearly 5,000. 

During the month teams were sent out to different Mukti Fauj 
camps. Shrimati Ipsitagupta with the help of a team of workers is doing 
very good work at Berhampore (Murshidabad Dist.). We also visited a 
different areas in Tripura State. Prof. P. K. Basu, our working President 
headed the team in all such visits. We also met the Education Minister, 
Tripura State and informed him of our experience. A press statement was 
also issued from Agartala which was carried by some newspapers. 

During the period our President, the Vice-Chancellor of the Calcutta 
University had been to New Delhi to finalise a scheme with the 
assistance of University Grants Commission and the Government of 
India to absorb some teachers from Bangladesh as Visiting Fellows. It 
was at his initiative that all Vice-Chancellors Committee of all the Vice- 
Chancellors of West Bengal has been formed with Shri Arun Ray, 
Registrar, Calcutta University as the Secretary. The Committee is 
functioning with the objective of absorbing the teachers from 
Bangladesh on an extra-temporary basis. 

A scheme for having Camp Colleges with School section attached to 
each such is also being finalised. Prof. Sourindranath Bhattacharyya, one 
of our Joint Secretaries had been to Delhi and had some discussions in 
the matter with responsible persons at Delhi. 

Our President is going to Delhi again to take up all these schemes 
with the U.G.C. and the Government of India. 

It was at our initiative that meeting of Bangladesh teachers was 
convened on May 21 where the Bangladesh Sikshak Samiti has been 
formed with Dr. A. R. Mullick, Janab Quamaruzzaman and Dr. 
Anisuzzaman as President, Executive President and General Secretary of 
the Samiti. 

On May 21 we received a combined Irish-British team who visited 
this area. Mr. William Barnes, M. P. (U. K) and Mr. Donald Chesworth, 
Member—LondonjCounty Council and Chairman, War on Want met our 
President on May 31 at the University premises after a whirlwind tour 
around Bangladesh. The team held a P^ss Conference at the Press Club, 



Calcutta on the same day. Srimati Mrinmoyee Bose arranged part of 
their programme on behalf of the Calcutta University Bangladesh 
Sahayak Samiti. 

We received contributions during the month from many friends smd 
well-wishers. The month started with the laudable promise of 
contributing full one month’s salary, which has since been materialised 
by Prof. (Dr.) Asim Chatterjee our Dean of the Faculty of Science. We 
have also received donations from Bangladesh Mukti Sangram Sahayak 
Samiti, Bangladesh Aid Committee, Bombay, Agra University, 
Supervisory staff Association, C. U., Egra Sarada Sashibhusan College, 
Presidency College, Sett Soorajmal Jalan Girl's College; Vidyasagar 
College for Women, Vivekananda Satabarshiki Mahavidyalaya, Bagnan 
College, Jogmaya Devi College, R. K. N. College of Commerce, 
Berhampore, Jangipur College, Karmachari Samiti, Indian Institute of 
Management, Students of P. G. Political Science Department, P. G. 
Teachers of Zoology, Sewnarain Rameswar Fatepuria College, Prof. 
Tarun Ray, Shri H. R Lohia, P. G. Students of the Department of English 
and many others. Sri Nirodekumar Sen donated water bottles for Mukti 
Fauj personnel and these were sent to appropriate quarters, Messrs. 
Dey's Medical Stores and Ciba donated medicines for the same purpose. 

We need funds for carrying on the work we have undertaken. We 
hope funds will flow in to reach our goal. 

June, 1971 

The month of June witnessed hectic activities on all the four aspects 
of our programme : (i) Assistance of Mukti Fouz, (ii) Assistance to 
teachers, (iii) Publications and (iv) Picture Exhibitions. 

During the period we continued to offer assistance of a subsidiary 
nature to Mukti Fouz personnel in the form of medicines, equipping their 
Red Cross Centre at lOishnagar and also in various other ways. 

A joint teachers' team, headed by Dr. A. R. Mullick, Vice-Chancellor 
Chittagong University and President, Bangladesh Sikshak Samiti, went 
round some of our Universities in Uttar Pradesh and Delhi. The team 
included apart from Dr. A. R. Mullick, Dr. Anisuzzaman, Janab Subid 
Ali, Dr. Aniruddha Ray, Profs. Sourindranath Bhattacharyya, Vishnu 
Kanti Shastri and Anilkumar Sarkar. The joint team of teachers from 
Bangladesh and the Calcutta University Bangladesh Sahayak Samiti 
visited Allahabad, Aligarh Delhi, Agra and Lucknow. The entire 
expenditure was borne by the Samiti. The team created an excellent 
impression wherever they went, and coulds create a climate of 
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appreciation of special problems of teachers and intellectual form 
Bangladesh. 

Our Vice-Chancellor, Prof. S. N. Sen and the President of the C. U. 
Bangladesh Sahayak Samiti had been to Delhi to negotiate with the U. 
G. C. and the Government of India the question of temporary absorption 
of teachers from Bangladesh in the Indian Universities. As the Education 
Minister was away from the country the pending problems could not be 
straightened and no progress could be achieved on this score. President 
held a Press Conference at Delhi on June 17 at Banga Bhawan where he 
laid a special stress on the immediate need for temporary absorption of 
teachers from Bangladesh, implementation of our Camp-School scheme 
and other Research Projects which would offer some gainful and useful 
occupation to the teachers and intellectuals from Bangladesh apart from 
keeping the teen-agers in the Camps occupied. Dr. S. N. Sen, the 
President of the Calcutta University Bangladesh Sahayak Samiti 
declared in the Press Conference at Delhi which was attended among 
others by A1 Haj Lutful Huq, Sri Chitta Basu and Sri D. L. Sengupta, all 
M.Ps. that one of our academicians Father P. Fallon S. J., Head of the 
Department of European Languages could be sent out to meet His 
Holiness the Pope at the Vatican with our accredition. The travelling 
expenses of Father P. Fallon are being borne by the Lord Bishop of 
Calcutta. Shri N. B. Mukherji of the Radiant Process gave a quiet 
reception in honour of Father P. Fallon before his departure. It has come 
out through the All India Radio and also the International Press that 
Father Fallon met His Holiness the Pope already and apprised him of the 
situation in Bangladesh and the genocide perpetrated by the Yahya 
regime. 

Mr. V. N. Thiagarajan, Executive Secretary, World University 
Service, Indian National Commttee, called at our office and was highly 
impressed by our publications already made and also the pending 
programme of future publications. He also took interest in our Camp 
School Scheme and assured us his cooperation in these ventures. 

A team from International Rescue Committee consisting of 
Ambassador Angier Biddle Duke, Mr. Morton Hamburg (General 
Counsel-LR.C), Mrs. Lee Thaw (Director, LR.C.), Dr. Daniel L. Wadner 
(Professor of Surgery, Albert Sinst College of Medicine, N. Y.) and Mr. 
Thomas W. Phipps (an author) visited our offlce and discussed our 
various programmes of which the Camp-School scheme attracted their 
attention. After several discussions they verbally assured financial help 
of dollars 10,(XX) per month and have actually handed over dollars 1,(XX) 
to the Bangladesh Sikshak Samiti as per our suggestion. With this 
Bangladesh Sikshak Samiti has actually started seven camp school. Prof. 



Sourindranath Bhattacharyya, Jt. Secretary and Prof. P. Sensarma 
represented the Samiti in discussions with the I.R.C. and are still in 
constant touch with the working of the programme. 

Various organisations of different countries have been cooperating 
with us. Mention must be made of three Universities of Victoria, 
Australia; the Institute of Ceylonese Studies, Colombo; Friends of 
Dhaka University, London — a society of eminent scholars and teachers 
of U. K., the Bangladesh Students Action Council, London. 

The students, teachers and staff of Melbourne University, Victoria, 
Australia have already donated Rs. 13,265.52 as the first instalment. 
Thankful mention in this connection must be made of the efforts of Prof. 
Atindra Majumdar of that University. The Vice-Chancellor of that 
University and the Vice-President of the Students’ Association of the 
same University have also taken keen interest in Bangladesh affairs. 

Shrimati Nimal Perera of the Institute of Celyonese Studies, 
Colombo, has informed us that they have taken up a programme, 'OUT 
TO THE PEOPLE' and could persuade the Venerable Mahanayake (the 
High Priest) to address a gathering of Buddhist monks with feelings for 
the cause of Bangladesh. 

Prof. Esra Bennathan, Director, Friends of Dacca University, Bristol, 
has been impressed by the data supplied by us and has assured us 
cooperation for academic rehabilitation of these teachers. 

Besides these organisations, some individuals, as for example, Mr. 
A. H. Saaduddin of the University of California, Prof. Priyatosh Maitra 
of Otago University, New Zealand, and Prof. Naresh Nanda of London, 
have also been cooperating with us actively. 

A number of Universities and institutions of India have come 
forward with extra-temporary employment of Bangladesh teachers on 
the basis of the relevent bio-data supplied by us. In this connection 
thankful mention must be made of the West Bengal College and 
University Teachers Association (WBCUTA), for their valued 
cooperation. The University of Kerala have decided to invite some 
Bangladesh teachers to deliver their Rabindra Lecture this year. 

The WBCUTA has also given one type-writer to us on loan for 
which we record our sincere thanks. 

Messrs. Radiant Process should be thanked for printing the 'Conflict 
in East Pakistan—Background and Prospects' free of cost and also for 
free engraving of the connected blocks and figures. 

Shri Sudhir Mukherji, a Rotarian, deserves our thanks for his active 
cooperation with us. 
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Shri Nirode Mukherjee, President, Bangladesh Sangram Sahayak 
Samiti, Lake Gardens, has contributed Blankets and Waterproofs for 
Mukti Fouz. We are also thankful to him for this cooperation. 

The Samiti has sent three emissaries to various parts of Europe witli 
the complete financial assistance made available by other organisations 
for apprising the elites of Europe with the latest information about 
Bangladesh and supporting documents and photographs provided by us. 
First to leave the country was Father P. Fallon, S. J. about whom 
mention has been made earlier. 

Mr. Justice Arun K. Das, a retired Judge of Calcutta High Court, has 
gone to London and he will visit other important cities of Europe. 
Though he himself is bearing all his expenditure yet he will act as our 
emissary. 

Mrs. Ila Mitra, one of our Jt. Secretaries, has flown to Moscow. She 
may visit other centres in U.S.S.R. 

During the month of June the Samiti has brought out the 
following: 

1. Conflict in East Pakistan —Background and Prospects ; written 
by Profs. Edward S. Mason, Robert Dorffman, Stephen A. Marglin, 
In fact we have reprinted this paper in the form of a booklet in 
collaboration with the Publicity and Information Department of the 
Government of Bangladesh, and we have circulated this booklet 
mainly to the countries in the Middle East and Africa. 

2. Bangladesh —Through Lens : The first picture album. 

The following books are in Press and will come out shortly : 

1. Bangladesh—Throse of new life ; edited by Dr. B. Ganguly 
and Mrs. Meera Ganguly, with a foreward from Shri 
Chapalakanta Bhattacharyya. 

2. Bangladesh Mukti Yuddha : edited by Prof. Jatindranath 
Chattopadhyay and with a foreward from Shri Annada Shankar 
Roy. 

3. The second picture album. 

The undersigned along with Shrimati Mrinmoyee Bose of 
Shantiniketan Ashramik Sangha joined the roving team of Bangladesh 
teachers at Delhi, where along with the whole team they met the Prime 
Minister and apprised her of the problems as also the programme 
pursued by the Calcutta University Bangladesh Sahayak Samiti. We are 
thankful to Prof." Samar Guha, M. P., convener. National Coordination 
Committee for Bangladesh, for arranging this meeting. Shrimati 
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Padmaja Naidu, ex-Chancellor of the Calcutta University was contacted. 
She has kindly promised some assistance in the form of baby food and 
medicines. A Press conference had been held at Delhi on June 17 of 
which mention has been made earlier. Contacts were also made with the 
UGC and many other Government officials during the short stay at 
Delhi. 

A team of two, including Shrimati Mrinmoyee Bose of Jodhpur Park 
Girl's School along with the undersigned, visited Bombay. People from 
all walks of life could be contacted fruitully. 

Nawab Ali Yaver Jung, Governor of Maharastra and Patron, 
Bangladesh Aid Committee, Bombay was contacted on 29 and he 
assured assistance for implementing the Camp School scheme. Mr. 
Harish Mahindra, Chairman of the Bangladesh Aid Committee, arranged 
the meeting at bombay Raj Bhawan. 

Shri Salil Chowdhury, Sm. Sabita Chowdhury and Shri Manna Dey 
have donated the Royalty proceeds of one of their records entitled 
Bangla, Amar Bangla. 

Fertilizer Corporation of Bombay— officers and workers have 
promised a handsome donation. 

Shri Hrishikesh Mukherjee and Shri Hiten Chowdhury have 
promised us regular contributions. 

Shri C. L. Gheewalla, Secretary, Indian Merchants' Chamber, 
Bombay had helped us in contacting people and promised help to our 
Committee. 

It was originally through Shrimati Monobina Roy, wife of Late 
Bimal Roy, and Dr. Ashoke Majumdar of Bharatiya Vidya Bhawan and 
Shri Girish Munshi, Advocate, Bombay High Court that we could 
fruitfully contact so many people at Bombay. Mr. Banshibhai Mehta and 
his wife Shrimati Sushila Mehta offered us all assistance during our stay 
at Bombay. Mr. R. C. Javeri also rendered useful assistance to the team. 

At the Bombay University, Justice Gajendragadkar, Vice-Chancellor 
of the Bombay University, has kindly agreed to form a Committee, raise 
funds and funnel the resources through the Calcutta University Bangla- 
Desh Sahayak Samiti to pursue the programme we have undertaken. Our 
heart-felt thanks are due to Prof. Dantwalla, Prof. (Miss) Aloo Dastur, 
Dr. Usha Mehta and many otehrs of the Bombay University for 
arranging various programmes for the team while they were at Bombay. 

We offer our gratitude to the Films Division, Bombay, for giving us a 
few excellent photographs for publication in our picture album. It was 
through Shri Arun Chowdhury of the Films Division that we could get 
these photographs and through the good offices of Shri P. Pati. Shri W. 
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M. Bhandare of Shantiniketan Ashramik Sangha have promised us the 
entire sales proceeds of their four day charity function at Bombay in 
October next. For this we are also grateful to Shri Kshe men Sen of 
Calcutta for putting the roving team in touch with Shri Bhandare. 
Mention must also be made of Prof. K. M. Deodhar, Vice-President of 
A.I.F.U.C.T.O. for what he did and promised to do in future, as also to 
Shri Prabir Sandell, Shri Basanta Banerjee, Mrs. Beena Banerjee, 
Shrimati Chitra Barua, Mr. Minoo Masani, Mr. S. V. Raju and many 
others. 

Shri S. Ramkrishnan, Secretary, Bharatiya Vidya Bhawan, undertook 
to arrange variety performances in Bombay in aid of our Samiti. 

Contributions were made during the period by Shree Sangha, the 
organisation of the teachers, ex-students and present students of Shri 
Shikshayatan, Sewnarain Rameswar Fatephuria College, the Radiant 
Process, teachers of Raja Peary Mohan College, Amta Balika Vidyalaya, 
Udbodhan Trust, Secretary T. C. Mugheria Gangadhar Mahavidyalaya, 
etc. 

We need funds and a regular flow of the same. We appeal to all here 
and elsewhere, in India and abroad, to undertake to funnel enough 
resources at our disposal so that the Samiti can carry on the laudable 
tasks for a period of time. 

We beg to record our appreciation of the services rendered by Sri 
Debabrata Mukhopadhyay and Sm. Sipra Aditya for preparing the 
posters which formed part of the photographic exhibition organised by 
our students' unit. 

We shall be failing in our duties if we do not place on record the 
devotion with which Sri Manas Haider, Sri Anil Basu, Sri Angsuman 
Mallik and many of our friends from Bangladesh are working for the 
Samiti. 

Mention should also be made of the voluntary services by the 
supervisor and other staff of the Calcutta University. 

Our Publications: 

( 2 ) 

*(3) Re. 1.00 

*(4) BANGLADESH : THE TRUTH Re. 1.00 

(5) CONFLICT IN EAST PAKISTAN 

(6) BANGLADESH : THROUGH THE LENS 
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(7) BANGLADESH : THROES OF A NEW LIFE 

( 8 ) 

(9) Palcistanism and Bengali culture by Osman Jamal Rs. 3.00 
*(10) Bleeding Bangladesh (a picture album) Rs. 10.00 

AVAIIABLEAT 

(a) C. U. Sales Countes, College Street. 

(b) Forward Publications, College Market. 


July, 1971 

The month of July was a continuation of our efforts on the four 
aspects of our programme : (1) Assistance to Mukti Fouz, (2) Assistance 
to teachers, (3) Publications and (4) Picture exhibitions. Under 
programme 2 we would extend facilities by supplying teaching 
equipments to the different Camp Schools which have already been 
started with financial support from the international Rescue Committee 
and under the direct supervision of Bangladesh Sikshak Samiti. 

During the period we continue to offer assistance of a subsidiary 
nature to Youth Camps around the border of Bangladesh in the form of 
medicines, subsidiary food supplies to some camps and also in various 
other ways. The gradual fading out of the former Chief Minister’s 
Committee which was doig the major work is creating a vacuum which 
it is difficult for us to fill up due to paucity of funds. Inspite of the 
hurdles we have to carry on. 

Our Vice-Chancellor, Prof. S. N. Sen, the President of the C. U. 
Bangladesh Sahayak Samiti had been to Delhi but unfortunately the 
schemes for temporary absorption of Bangladesh teachers in our 
Universities could not be finalised. The undersigned, the Secretary of the 
Committee, had been to Delhi to take up with the Government and the 
UGC the early implementation of the various schemes sent to Delhi for 
approval. With the help of Shri D. L. Sengupta, M. P the undersigned 
met the Prime Minister on July 22 and subsequently met Shri Chavan 
and Shri Siddhartha Sankar Ray—the Union Ministers. The Prime 
Minister was informed of the latest situation regarding the Bangladesh 
evacuees as far as it could be assessed by us with special reference to the 
teachers. The Prime Minister was very happy to note our activities and 
particularly she had a word of praise for our Publications. The Prime 
Minister advised us to meet Shri Ray—the Union Minister for West 
Bengal Affairs. The Union Minister for West Bengal Affairs advised the 
undersigned at Delhi to meet him at Calcutta for a discussion in detail of 



the problems posed by us. Inspite of our best attempts he could give us 
no time and only a written note could be handed over to him at the 
Writers' Building, Calcutta on July 29 last. We sent a copy of the note to 
the Prime Minister. 

Publications 

The following books have been published during the period and 
mailed to arious world centres : 

(1) Bangladesh—Throes of a New Life—edited by Dr. Bangendu 
Ganguly and Dr. (Mrs.) Meera Ganguly. 

(2) Bangladesher Muktiyuddha—edited by Prof. Jatindra 
Chattopadyaya. 

The second one is an anthology of the reports of personal experience 
of Bangladesh teachers who were the first target of Yahya. 

Futher, we have received 500 copies of a book 'Bangladesh and 
International Law' written by Dr. S, K. Mukherjee, Head of the 
Department of Political Science, Calcutta University and published by 
West Bengal Political Science Association. We have mailed the book to 
different world addresses as per our mailing list. 

Our second picture album is expected to come out shortly. Our 
Board of Editors are screening some more manuscripts. 

Camp School Programme 

This programme is receiving effective support. By now 31 schools 
has been started at different evacuee camps (in West Bengal alone there 
are 604 sq. camps) with the financial assistance received by the 
Bangladesh Sikshak Samiti from the International Rescue Committee 
and with the cooperation of the look people and Camp Commandants. 
From the contributions received from the Melbourne University. 
Australia, we have distributed slates, exercise book and other materials 
to the students of these schools. In this connection thankful mention 
must be made of Messrs Bharat Stationers of Shyamacharan De Street 
who have kindly supplied the articles on 'no profit' basis. 

The Publishers and Book Sellers Association of Bengal, Calcutta has 
agreed to supply books either free or at 'no profit' basis to the students of 
the schools. They are presently deciding the mechanism of distribution 
of the books by directly negotiating with the Camp School Directorate of 
Bangladesh Sikshak Samiti. 

We are also thankful to the Publishers and Book Sellers Association. 
They kindly making their Hall available to the Camp School Directorate 
for one day fiee of cost, Messrs Naya Prakash has very kindly allowed 
Camp School Directorate to function in one of their offices which is 
furnished and equipment with telephone. 



A team of this Samiti consisting of D. K. Chakravarty, S. N. 
Bhattachayay, Jnanes Patranabis and Priyadarsan Sen Sarma met His 
Excellency Nawab Ali Yavar Jung, Governor of Maharastra at Raj 
Bhawan, Calcutta to discuss Camp School programme in which His 
Excellency showed a keen interest. According to the desire of His 
Excellency a scheme for residential school been prepared by Prof. P. Sen 
Sarma and sent to him. iShri A. K. Roy, Assistant Engineer, P.W.D (West 
Bengal) has very kindly made the blue for school and Hostel buildings. 
He has also made the engineering estimates. This Samiti is thankful to 
him for his cooperation. 

We have also approached CASA with the Camp School programme 
which has caught their imagination. Being invited by CASA we sent 
Prof. Amiya Chaudhuri to attend a seminar on Bangladesh at Delhi. 

Bangladesh Fact Finding Committee 

Our Samiti is cooperating with the Bangladesh Fact Finding 
Committee and has already printed some of their Questionnaires. 

We have sent two student representatives—Shri Manash Haider and 
Gautam Ghosh with the picture exhibition materials to Poona on 
invitation of Bangladesh Muki Sangram Sahayak Samiti of Poona. Our 
exhibition has been appreciated by the Samiti of Poona and they are 
requesting to send the exhibition to Bombay and other places of 
Maharastra. These proposals and under consideration. 

The Samiti proposes to send a team of Bangladesh teachers 
accompained by some of our representatives to Bombay University very 
soon on an invitation from Dr. P. B. Gajendragadkar, Vice-Chancellor, 
Bombay University. The Samiti proposes to send a simillar team to 
Ceylon along with a team of renowned musicians headed by Shrimati 
Kanika Bandyopadhyay who has kindly agreed to go to Ceylon. 

The Samiti participated in the protest rally organised by Bangladesh 
Sikshak Samiti and others against the sham trial of Shaikh Mujibur 
Rahman. 

Relief Work 

We received clothes and other garments from Andhra University and 
Mahila Samiti of Sadharan Brahmo Samaj which we have distributed 
amongst the evacuees generally, teachers and others. The Sadharan 
Brahmo Samaj has promised further and continous assistance. We are 
thankful to Rector Amn Kumar Sen of the Sadharan Brahmo Samaj for 
this. 

Dr. P. K. Chatterji—member of the Academic Council and the 
Senate is contributing free medicine to us regularly. Dr. Bibek 



Sengupta—member of the Syndicate. C.U., Dr. P. K. Chatterji and Dr. 
Probodh Roy have kindly suggested that their help will be available for 
treatment of serious patients from Bangladesh. 

Mr. Kalyan Mukherji and his wife Mrs. Mukherji has undertaken the 
responsibility of getting some sick or injured Mukti Fouz personnel 
treated at their cost. We are grateful to them. 

Father P. Fallon, S. .T. has returned from his European tour and 
submitted a detailed report to the Committee. He also held a Press 
Conference on July 19 at the University premises. His report was handed 
over to the Prime Minister at Delhi on July 22. Copies of the Report was 
submitted to Shri Swaran Singh and Shri Siddhartha Sankar Ray. 

Justic A. K. Das, a retired judge of Calcutta High Court has also 
returned after touring different centres in Europe as our emissary. 

Institute of Ceylonese Studies 

The Institute of Ceylonese Studies, Colombo has invited a joint team 
of teachers from Bangladesh and from us. Prof. P. K. Bose, Pro-Vice- 
Chancellor (Academic) will lead the team from our side. 

Visitors 

Mr. Kan-ichi Nishimura, an M. P. in Japanese Parliament and 
General Secretary, Japanese Parliamentary Group for World Government 
and Honorary Chairman, Council of World Association of World 
Federalists (WAWF) came to Calcutta on his way to Honefoss, Oslo. 
Prof. P. Sen Sarma received him at the Dum Dum Airport and presented 
him a set of English publications of the Samiti. Our books helped Mr. 
Nishimura to collect facts about Bangladesh. 

Profs. Amiya Chaudhuri and P. Sen Sarma also saw him off on July 
26 on our behalf. 

Prof. Setsure Tsurushima, Secretary General, Bangladesh Solidarity 
Front, Japan, Mr. T. Susuki, an Executive Committee member of Japan- 
Bangla Friendship Association and Mr. Temisuka, a TV Cameraman 
from Japan called at our office. They were presented with our 
publications which they would translate into Japanese and publish for 
campaigning in favour of Bangladesh. They have further agreed to work 
in close cooperation with our Samiti. 

The Samiti has equipped Shri Shayamkant D. More, Secretary 
Bangladesh Muktisangram Sahayak Samiti, Poona and also an M. L. A. 
of the Maharashtra Assembly with facts and figures regarding 
Bangladesh, before he left for KUA-LA-LAMPUR to attend the 
International Parliamentary Conference. 



World University Service 

Mr. Thiagarajan of the World University Service is in 
communication with us and we hope to receive his cooperation in 
implementing our varius schemes. Prof. A. L. Basham, the noted 
historian, presently at Australian National University kinldy visited our 
office and took interest in our activities. He was so inpressed that he 
promised to raise funds and funnel them to our fund. 

Mukti Bahini 

We have supplied during the month of different Mukti Fouz camps 
around Bangladesh the following : 

1. Transistor Radios, 

2. Blankets, 

3. Water-proofs, 

4. Medicines, 

5. Chaffed rice. 

Financial Contributions 

During the period under review we have received donations from the 
teachers and students of Melbourn University through Prof. Atindra 
Majumdar, Dr. A. Majid Khan of Victoria University, Wellington (NZ) 
and Prof. Priyatosh Moitra, Department of Economics, Otago University, 
Dunedin (NZ). 

Contributions have also been received from teachers and students of 
Andhra University, Jawharlal Nehru University Support Bangla-Desh 
Committee, Sri Swapan Bhadra of Fertiliser Corporation of India, 
Chember Trombay, Inter State Association for Cultural Integration, 
Bombay (through Sri Prabir Sandell), Mr. Rooj Ansari, Bombay, Indian 
Plastic Federation, Sri Barin Mitra of M/S Good Company and Prof. 
Arun Dasgupta of Uluberia College, Students of Department of 
Education, C. U. and of Palpara Y. S. College and the Teachers, Council 
Srikrishna College, Bogula (Nadia) have also come forward with their 
financial help. 

Assistance to Creative Artists 

Through the ceaseless efforts of Miss Mrinmoyee Bose, a 
representative of our Samiti, some of the Banlgadesh singers have been 
introduced to AIR Calcutta Station. We thank Shri Biman Ghose of the 
AIR for this. 



Income Tax Exemption for our Donors 

We are thankful that it has been possible for the Government of India 
to exempt the donors to the Samiti to the extent of their donation. 

Our Emissary 

A team of two, Shri Banshibhai Mehta and Shrimati Sushila Mehta 
are presently touring Europe as our accredited representatives. 

We appeal once again to all concerned to maintain the flow of 
donations to the Calcutta University Bangladesh Sahayak Samiti so that 
we may carry on the tasks we have undertaken to help the victime of 
genocide in Bangla-Desh and also to help the Freedom Fighters. 

August, 1971 

The Calcutta University Bangladesh Sahayak Samiti carried on its 
activities on the basis of the four-fold programme ; (1) Assistance to 
Mukti Fouz, (2) Publications (3) Assistance to teachers and intellecturals 
and (4) Picture Exhibition, Added to these we have undertaken the 
setting up of a News Bank in collaboration with the Adverlising Council 
consisting of the magnates in the Advertising world, Calcutta. The 
project is being manned by some young boys and girls from Bangladesh. 

As usual we are maintaining contact with the different 'Y' camps and 
continuing assistance according to our limited capacity to Mukti Fouz 
personnel. During the month we could supply a very limited quantity of 
mosquito nets, boots etc. for fighters for Liberation. We have requisition 
for more and attempts are being made to secure resources from other 
Committees. The West Bengal College and University Teachers, 
Association and other public committees with similar objectives have 
been/are being approached for the purpose. Mr. Kalyan Mukherjee and 
Mrs. Banee Mukherjee were kind enough to supply a consignment of 
chaffed rice and sugar which we distributed in three camps in presence 
of Mr. and Mrs. Mukherjee. 

We regret to report that we could not bring out any publication this 
month but mailing of our already published literature continues as usual. 
We are, however glad to report that our second picture album, designed 
on a chronological basis is now in the Press and another publication 
written by Dr. Ashok Mazumdar of Bharatiya Vidya Bhawan, Bombay 
will shortly go the the press. 

Camp School Scheme 

Till now 31 camp schools have been started—21 in West Bengal and 
10 in Agartala. More than 400 teachers from Bangladesh could be 



provided hereby. It had been reported in the last meeting that His 
Excellency Nawab Ali Yavar Jung, Governor of Maharashtra evinced a 
keen interest in the Camp School Scheme. On his return to Bombay he 
telegraphically suggested some modifications in the scheme submitted 
by us which has been done and sent back to him for his consideration. 
We hope some tangible results in the near future. 

Assistance to Teacher 

Since the beginning our Vice-Chancellor Prof. S. N. Sen, the 
President of the Samiti tried his best to absorb some teachers from 
Bangladesh on an extra-temporary basis. He had fruitful talks with the 
UGC and also with the Union Education Minister on the issue as early as 
in May last. Subsequently the undersigned along with others apprised 
the Prime Minister of the situation in June and July last. The Union 
Education Minister was also kept informed of the gradually deteriorating 
situation. Several schemes prepared by the Calcutta University 
Bangladesh Shahayak Samiti with the concurrence of the Bangladesh 
Sikshak Samiti were submitted to the Government for temporary 
absorption as Visiting Fellows etc. of Bangladesh intellectuals. 
Unfortunately nothing tangible could be done in the matter till now. It 
would have been excellent if the idea mooted by the Samiti to absorb 
temporarily some intellectuals in the top breaket from Bangladesh in our 
Indian Universities was accepted by the policy framers in our country. 

We are, however, glad to note that the Universities of Patiala, 
Jodhpur, Muzaffarpur, the Indian Institute of Technology, Bombay, the 
Indian Association for Cultivation of Science, Calcutta, Indian Statistical 
Institute Calcutta, Jadavpur University have absorbed some scholars 
from Bangladesh. Delhi University and Jawaharlal Nehru University, 
Delhi also kindly offered their cooperation. 

We in the circumstances stated above, continue to offer financial 
assistance to the teachers etc. from our own resources. We need 
continuing flow of funds for the purpose. 

Information Bank 

We have ventured organising an Information (News) Bank with 
cooperation and guidance from Advertising Council stated above. Sri 
Ram Ray of Hindusthan Tompson Associates Limited is guiding the 
project on behalf of publicity magents of this region. The work centre 
for the purpose is situated at Netaji Bhawan, Calcutta. The leadership of 
the Bangladesh Volunteer Service Corps is co-operating with the 
scheme. They are also manning the project. 



Photographic Exhibition 

Shri Manash Haider with our Photographic Exhibition is still touring 
different parts of Maharashtra as guests of Bangladesh Mooktisangram 
Sahayak Samiti, Poona. This has been highly appreciated. Letters of 
appreciation from S. P. College, Poona and from other places are 
reaching us. 

Contacts with Foreign Organisations 

We have established contacts with nearly 200 foreign Organisations 
working in support of Bangladesh cause. 

Medical Equipments and Medicines 

We have received a message from 'Bangladesh Green Cross-London' 
requesting us to be ready to receive a large consignment of medicines 
and medical equipments. 

Appeal for Woollen Garments 

The winter is approaching. Already in many open camps the chill is fell. 
We have sent out an Appeal to all educational institutions for woolen 
garments for (1) Children, (2) Olds and (3) Mukti Fouz personnnel. 
Special efforts have to be made to enthuse the Girls Institutions. 

Miss Marie Satoii 

A complete set of rolls of registered teachers from Bangladesh (from 
Primary to University) has been sent to Miss Marie Saton on her request. 
She is organising the Prime Minister of India's Relief Fund for 
Bangladesh. 

Kerala Visit 

Dr. Mazharul Islam, Head of the Department of Bengali, Rajshahi 
University, Bangladesh is presently touring Kerala on an invitation from 
the University. He will deliver a course of lectures on Rabindranath in 
the University and receive an honorarium. This has been sponsored by 
us. 

Registration of the Samiti and exemption of donors from income tax 

During the period we have registered our Samiti under the 
Registration of Societies Act. We have also secured exemption from the 
payment of Income tax for our Donors to the extent of the donated 
amount. 

Charity Performance at Rabindra Sadan 

Two Cultural shows were held at Rabindra Sadan on August 23 and 
24 last. On August 23 the show was inaugurated by Prof. S. N. 



Sen—Vice Chancellor, Calcutta University and Dr. Azizur Rahman 
Mullick, Vice-Chancellor, Chittagong University and President 
Bangladesh Shikshak Samiti was the Chief Guest. On August 24, Prof. 
P. K. Basu our Working President and the Pro-Vice-Chancellor, Calcutta 
University inaugurated the show and Janab Amirul Islam, M. N. A. 
(Bangladesh) was the Chief Guest. We offer our heartfelt thanks to Nava 
Nalanda Group and Santiniketan Ashramik Sangha for staging the shows 
free of any charge on us. We also offer our thanks to the Rabindra Sadan 
authorities, the generous advertisers Shri Sukumar Das, Shriman B. 
Chakrabarti, Dr. Dhurba Lahiri, Prof. Somen Bose and many others for 
their kind cooperation. 

Tour Projects 

We are sponsoring two tour projects—one to Bombay on an 
invitation from the Bombay University and the other to Caylon on an 
inviation from the Institute of Ceylonese Studies. 

Delhi Seminar 

Prof. Amiya Chaudhuri represented the Samiti in a Seminar at New 
Delhi on Bangladesh. 

Financial Contributions 

During the period we received contributions from Prof. A. 
Mazumdar and students of University of Melbourne, Australia, Miss 
Colletto Dutilla, France Probashi (through Shri K. L. Mukherjee), 
London, employees of the Calcutta University, Vice-Chancellor, Andhra 
University, Prof. Hari Kintar Nandi and other teachers of the Department 
of Statistics, Calcutta University, Bengali Social and Cultural 
Association, Prof. Pradip Mittra, Western Australian Institute of 
Technology. Mr. K. L. Jaura, President, Punjab University Teachers 
Association, T. C., Bhawanipore Education Society College, (Calcutta. 

September and October, 1971 

During the months of September and October the Calcutta 
University Bangladesh Sahayak Samiti continued its efforts on the four 
aspects of our programme ; (1) Assistance to Mukti Fouz, (2) Assistance 
to teachers and intellectuals, (3) Publications and (4) Picture Exhibitions. 

During the period we continued to offer assistance of a subsidiary 
nature to youth camps around the Bangladesh border. Practically all 
other public committees are fading out and the pressure on us is 
increasing without our capacity to fulfil the obligations. We are 
maintaining liaison with Shri S. C. Roy, ex-Sheriff of Calcutta who is 
bearing the major brunt on behalf of the Bangladesh Aid Committee of 



Shrimati Padmaja Naidu and the National Co-ordination Committee for 
Bangladesh headed by Shri M. C. Chagla with Head quarters at Netaji 
Bhavan. 

We met Shri Siddhartha Sankar Ray, Union Minister for West 
Bengal Affairs at Calcutta on September 2 and submitted a note which 
was presented to the Prime Minister. The note contained a reiteration of 
our earlier submissions regarding assisting the teachers from Bangladesh 
originally initiated by the President of the Samiti. Uptil now no official 
intimation has been received at this end regarding the Government 
decision. 

Camp Schools 

The number of Camp Schools have now come to 51 including 10 in 
Tripura. So far 714 teachers have been provided. The Camp Schools are 
being run in co-operation with Bangladesh Siksahk Samiti and with 
major financial support from the International Rescue Committee. If 
more funds are available it is possible to extend the scheme. 

General Assistance to teachers and Intellectuals 

Dr. P. B. Gajendragadkar before retiring from Vice-Chancellorship 
of the Bombay University has handed over to us a donation of Rs. 
67,000 collected from teachers and students of Bombay. This is the 
highest contribution made through any University and also from any 
single source. The second is from the Australian National Univerisity 
with its up-to-date contribution in several instalments of Rs. 41,000. We 
are in correspondence with Prof. Tope, the present Vice-Chancellor, 
Bombay University and expect him to take some initiative in offering us 
continued assistance for aiding the teachers from Bangladesh. 

Shri Jayprakash Narayan has handed over a sum of Rs. 2 lac to Mr. 
M. Hussain Ali, High Commissioner for the Peoples Republic of 
Bangladesh for rendering financial assistance to the evacuee teachers in 
consulation with us. A programme has been drawn up in consultation 
with Bangladesh Sikshak Samiti and is awaiting execution. 

Information Bank 

Work of the Information Bank is progressing steadily and 
satisfactorily British Information Services, Calcutta has very kindly 
contributed copies of three newspapers covering three months each. 
Other foreign journals and clippings are also trickling in. Now scholars 
and historians can use the bank for purpose of research. In this 
connection we must record our gratitude for the service rendered by Mr. 
Jamil Chowdhury of Dacca University, under whose able guidance and 



supervision 14 students of Bangladesh are working there very 
efficiently. Thankful mention must be made of the Press Information 
Department of the Government of Bangladesh for their co-operation. We 
are financing the project as usual. Bangladesh Shikshak Samiti is giving 
us all co-operation in the matter. 

Photographic Exhibition 

During the Puja Vacation the exhibition was shown in Howrah 
Murshidabad and other parts of West Bengal. 

Contacts with foreign Organisations 

Our contacts with various fraternal foreign organisations is only 
increasing and it is becoming difficult to maintain the contacts 
effectively as the expenditure on postage has increased. 

Foreign tours 

Shri Sibnath Banerjee, a former teacher of Maktab-e-Habibia, Kabul 
in 1922 was sent as our emissary to Afghanistan in October, 1971. 
During his stay there he met Khan Abdul Gaffar Khan and other Afghan 
leaders. Shri Banerjee apprised them of the latest position with special 
reference to the plight of evacuee teachers and intellectuals. 

Shri Purnendu Narayan Ray another emissary of ours is presently 
touring U. S. A., after visiting U.K. and other countries of Europe. Shri 
Ray has given us many new contacts. A Norwegian team headed by Dr. 
Ali is presently in Calcutta with Shri Ray's reference. They have 
expressed a desire to set up a high protein food factory in India for 
producing protein food at a cheap cost. The team met the Health 
Ministry, Government of India. We are also taking it up with the 
Government. 

Visitors from foreign Lands 

Prof. Knud Nielson, Chairman World Council of World Federalist 
Association was received by Prof. P. Sen Sarma on our behalf on his 
arrival at Calcutta. He was taken to some evacuee camps. Prof. Nielson 
visited our office and had discussion with the Bangladesh intellectuals 
on their problems. Mr. Jack Laksirck of WSCF—Geneva, visited our 
office and discussed the problem of Bangladesh teachers. He was 
presented with a set of our publications and appreciated the same. 

The undermentioned journalists visited our office and sought our 
help in ascertaining facts about Bangladesh : 

(1) S. A. Nielson (Stockholm) 



(2) A. M. Skipper (Denmark) 

(3) V. S. B. Balkert (Denmark) 

(4) M. I. Ojha (Sweden) 

Medical Unit 

Shrimati Mrinmoyee Bose has been put in charge of our Medical 
Unit. It has been possible to secure a steady supply of Medicines under 
Instructions from Shrimati Padmaja Naidu. Mention must be made of 
Shrimati Lai's efforts to put us in touch with Shrimati Padmaja Naidu. 
The local Red Cross functionaries are giving us all co-operation. 

Appeal for woollen garments 

Our appeal for woolen garments sent out in September has met with 
some response. But the resources at our disposal are still very 
insufficient to cope with the huge, problem during the winter. Fresh 
efforts are being made on this line. 

Publictions 

We have brought out during the period the following priced 
publication : Pakistanism and Bengali Culture by Osman Jamal of 
Chittagong University. Shri Barin Mitra of Good Company has printed 
the Publication free of cost. 

National Seminar on Bangladesh 

We are organising a National Seminar on Bangladesh with financial 
assistance from the University Grants Commission. Teachers and 
intellectuals from various Indian Universities will participate in the 
Seminar. Some noted intellectuals from Bangladesh are also expected to 
participate. Prof. Jatindra Nath Chattopadhyay is working as the 
Convener of the Seminar Sub-Committee. 

Formation of Bombay Unit of the Calcutta University 
Bangladesh Sahayak Samiti 

To continue efforts to raise funds and funnel the resources through us 
some friends in Bombay have formed the Bombay Unit. Shri Navindra 
Kandwalla is the Convenor Treasurer and His Excellency Nawab Ali 
Yavar Jung, Governor of Maharastra has kindly agreed to be the Chief 
Patron. Thew Bombay unit is presently organising some Cultural shows 
to raise fuuds. The Governor of Maharashtra will inaugurate the shows. 

Financial Contributions 

During the period under review donations have been received from 
Prof. K. L. Jaura, President, Punjab University Teachers' Association, 
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Prof. S. K. Bishnu, Jt. Secretary and Treasurer, North Bengal Univesity, 
West Bengal Government College Teachers Association, Krishnagar 
Unit, Staff, Messrs. Good Company, Sri R. N. Bhattachuryya of London, 
Prof. Attin Mazumdar, University of Melbourne, Australia, apart from 
University of Bombay mentioned earlier. We regret to have omitted in 
our previous report the contribution made by the Calcutta University 
Supervisory Staff Association. 

We need funds to carry forward with the tasks we have voluntarily 
undertaken and we need the co-operation of all concerned to contribute 
their mite regularly to our funds. 

November and December, 1971 

The Calcutta University Bangladesh Sahayak Samiti continued its 
work as before on the following lines during the months of November 
and December, 1971: 

(a) assistance to Mukti Bahini; 

(b) assistance to Teachers and Intellectuals; 

(c) publications; 

(d) information bank; and 

(e) camp schools. 

Assistance to Mukti Bahini 

As is known to all, the liberation struggle was intensified by the 
death-defying youths of the Mukti Bahini and necessarily demands for 
help for various items from us from the various centres also increased. 
With our very limited financial resources we tried to supply with and 
have been able to distribute blankets, woollen garments, transistors, 
books and medicines to the Mukti Bahini camps at various centres in the 
districts of Murshidabad, Nadia and 24-Parganas around the districts of 
Rajshahi, Khulna, Jessore and Kushtia of Bangladesh. We have also sent 
books, transistors to the Directors of Youth Camps at Tura, Meghalaya. 
Some Mukti Bahini boys, injured in one operation received medical care 
and treatment through us in different hospitals of Calcutta. Dr. Probodh 
Ray, a teacher in the Institute of Basic Medicine and the Secretary, 
Board of Health including his staff gave all necessary help in our tasks. 

Assistance to Teachers and Intellectuals 

The programme of rendering financial assistance to the evacuee 
teachers and intellectuals continued during the period. We have received 



a sum of Rs. 1,99,900 through Mr. M. Hossain Ali the High 
Commissioner for Bangladesh in India from Sri Jaiprakash Narayan. A 
plan has been chalked out for the distribution of the amount in 
cooperation with Dr. A. R. Mallick, Vice-Chancellor, Chittagong 
University and President of the Bangladesh Sikshak Samiti and also of 
the Bangladesh Planning Cell operating at Mujibnagar. The money is 
being distributed to the evacuee teachers with the untiring cooperation of 
Bangladesh Sikshak Samiti. In this connection thankful mention must be 
made of Dr. Ajoykumar Ray, Secretary, Bangladesh Sikshak Samiti, 
Janab Anwarujjaman, Asstt. Secretary, Bangladesh Sikshak Samiti and 
Sri Nityagopal Saha of the said Samiti. 

Publications 

During this period we have brought out a photographic document on 
different phases of liberation struggle of Bangladesh with a brief 
chronology of events from 1947 to 1971 which led to the emergence of 
Bangladesh. Dr. S. H. Sen, our Vice-Chancellor and President of the 
Calcutta University Bangladesh Sahayak Samiti has written a fore-word 
of the book, while Janab M. Hossain Ali has given the Preface. The title 
of the books is "Bleeding Bangladesh". Sri N. B. Mukherjee of Radiant 
Process, has very kindly borne all the financial burden in producing the 
book. Sm. Sipra Aditya has edited the same and the renowned artist, Sri 
Debabrata Mukhopadhyay has drawn the sketch appearing in the front 
page of the book. 

We have also published during the period a small booklet in Bengali 
"Mukti Yoddhader Prati". This is actually a collection of messages from 
leaders of all walks of life of Bangladesh to the valient fighters. This 
book has been jointly edited by Prof. Jatindranath Chatterjee of the 
Calcutta University Bangladesh Sahayak Samiti and Prof. Sukumar 
Biswas of Bangladesh Sikshak Samiti. 

Though we could not hold any photographic exhibition during these 
two months collections of photos of different aspects of liberation 
struggle of Bangladesh and also the liberated areas continued. 

Information Bank 

During this period work of the bank has progressed satisfactoritly 
under the guidance of Dr. A. Majumdar, Reader in Physics, Dacca 
University. Some leading newspapers in Calcutta have covered the 
achievement of the Bank. Sri Durgadas Tarafdar has taken a keen 
interest in it and given some valuable suggestion for extending its area of 



activities. Mr. Ram Ray has taken up the responsibility of making photo¬ 
copies of some important news items. We have already advanced him an 
amount of Rs. 2000 for doing so. As the voluntary workers of the Bank 
have expressed their desire to take the bank to Dacca for continuing the 
job there, it has been decided by a meeting attended by Dr. A. K. Ray, 
Secretary, Bangladesh Sikshak Samiti, Janab Amirul Islam, M. N. A., 
Chairman, Bangladesh Volunteer Service Corps, Mr. Ram Ray and our 
representatives that the bank will ultimately be shifted to Dacca under 
the custody of the Bangladesh Volunteer Srevice Corps or the Dacca 
University. 

Camp Schools 

Camp Schools mentioned in the earlier report functioned smoothly 
during his period. Only during the last part of December when the 
evacuees started moving inside Bangladesh some of the camp schools 
also vanished in the process. The International Rescue Committee has 
spent some sizeable amount of money for purchasing books for the 
students of these schools. The lists of such books were prepared jointly 
by the Camp Schools Directorate and our representative. 

In this connection a reference may be made of Senator Edward 
Kennedy, who, in a letter to us has appreciated the efforts on these lines. 

Mr. V. N. Thiagarajan, Executive Secretary, Indian National 
Committee, World University Service visited some of the camp schools 
and was very much satisfied with their functioning. He has promised a 
sizeable financial help for educational programme for Bangladesh 
pupils. 

International Contact 

At long last our continuous efforts in course of the last 9 months to 
awaken the people of Middle East have achieved some initial success. 
Letters from Kuwait and Afghanistan enquiring about the details 
regarding Bangladesh have started coming in. Probably in the near 
future a greater response will be forthcoming, if we continue our efforts 
of informing them about the reality of Bangladesh and its struggle for 
liberation. 

Our Ceylonese friend, Sm. Nimal Perera, has played a significant 
role in exposing the despicable role of Sri Tridip Ray, M. N. A. from 
Chittagong Hill Tract, Bangladesh while he was on tour as Yahya's 
representative to Ceylon. Sm. Perera has sent a Buddist hymn of 
Fourteenth Century wishing the prosperity of Bangladesh to the 



vJjoO 


President and Prime Minister of Bangladesh through us. We have 
already forwarded the same to Prime Minister of Bangladesh. 

Mrs. Alvin F. Arnold, and Mr. Trevon J. Walton, Secretary and Vice 
Chairman respectively of Youth International Committee, New Z^ealand, 
visited our office on November 30. 

Mr. Evelyn Chaitkin of the Friends of the Bangladesh Movement, 
Chicago linois, U.S.A. was taken round some of our camp schools. She 
promised assistance to our Samiti for carrying on our projects. 

During the period we met in Calcutta along with Mr. Amirul Islam, 
MNA and Chairman, Bangladesh Volunteer Service Corps, Mr. John 
Stonehouse, a British M. P. of the War on Want. We discussed with him 
our future plans for helping Bangladesh. He took a keen interest in our 
plans. 

Omissions in our previous report 

In our previous report we omitted inadvertently to mention that a 
joint tour of Bangladesh teachers and the teachers of the Calcutta 
University was undertaken in the month of September to Bombay and 
neighbouring areas Dr. A. r. Mullick, Vice-Chancellor, Chittagong 
University and President Bangladesh Sikshak Samiti, Prof. Ali Ahsan 
and Prof. Subimal Mukherjee and Dr. Buddhadeb Bhattacharya 
constituted the team. 

We also failed to mention that Dr. Buddhadeb Bhattacharyya 
attended the International Seminar on Bangladesh, organised by Sri 
Jaiprakash Narayan at Delhi, as a representative of the Calcutta 
University Bangladesh Sahayak Samiti. All expenses of these tours were 
borne by the Samiti. 

Mujibnagar Tour 

On recognition of Bangladesh Government by our own Government 
we sent felicitations to the leaders of Bangladesh through Janab M. 
Hossain Ali. 

On complete liberation of Bangladesh we also sent similar 
felicitations to Mujibnagar. Probably as a response to this we were 
hurriedly invited to visit Mujibnagar and met the leaders of Bangladesh 
Government. A team formed in haste and composed of Sri N. Bose, 
Deputy Registrar, Sri G. C. Banerjee, Deputy Controller of 
Examinations, Sm. M. Bose, Prof. P. Sensarma, Sri Manas Haidar, Sri S. 
Mukherjee and the undersigned vy^ent to feliciate the Bangladesh 
Government. Syed Nazrul Islam, the Acting President and Janab 
Tajuddin Ahmed, the Prime Minister, received the team and expressed 
their sincere thanks to the Samiti for what all we have been doing so 



long. Syed Nazrul Islam requested the team to convey his feelings of 
gratitude to the Vice-Chancellor, Calcutta University and to the members 
of the Samiti. He also said that due to his pressure of work he could not 
visit the University inspite of his earnest desire to do so. He would 
surely find sometime to do so in the near future when he might be to 
Calcutta. He felt that as he was basically a teacher he had some special 
relationship with the academicians. 

Financial and other contributions 

During the period we received contributions from Istari Sat Sangh 
Sabha of Maharashtra. Mr, Azizur Rahman, Mr. S. R. Paras Raman, Mr. 
S. Ullah, Mr. S. Prakash Khanna, Mr. Iswarlal Patel, Mr. N. C. De, Mr. 
Aluddin, Mr. M. A. Chaudhury, Mr. Munir Ali, Mr. Nareschandra 
Nanda, Mr. Mozaddar Ali of London, Mrs. Neepa Benerjee, Catholic 
University Faculty (Mons) of Belgium, Dr. Nihar Sarkar of Bankok, Mr. 
Rick Rodgers, Prof. Edgar Lederer of France and Sri Jaiprakash 
Narayan. 

We need even now a continuous flow of funds from national and 
international sources in order to help the Bangladesh Government to 
tackle the tremendous task of reconstructing the new socialist 
democracy. 

Foreign Tour 

One of our emissaries, Sri P. N. Ray, has just returned after his long 
tour of Europe of U. S, A. His detailed report is still awaited. 

Bombay Unit of the Samiti 

The Bombay Unit of the Calcutta University Bangladesh Sahayak 
Samiti is organising three cultural shows at Bombay from February 12. 
The Santiniketan Ashramik Sangha, Calcutta Centre is going to Bombay 
to stage the shows. A small team of the Samiti will also proceed to 
Bombay to help the organisers in Maharashtra. 

Surrender of Pak Armed Forces to the Combined Forces of 
Indian Army and Mukti Bahini 

With the complete liberation of Bangladesh some revealing facts 
about the killing of intellectuals of Bangladesh have been unerathed. 
This has put heavier responsibility on this Samiti. Incidentally, it can 
humbly be submitted that our Samiti has earned to confidence of people 
and leaders of Bangladesh. For this reason requests for additional help 
for the helpless people of the liberated areas started pouring in. Teams of 
the Samiti composed of Dr. D. Lahiri, Sm. Mrinmoyee Bose, Prof. A. 
Chaudhuri, Sri J. Chattopadhyay, Sri Manas Haidar, Sri Anil Bose and 
the undersigned along with some friends of the Bangladesh Sikshak 
Samiti composed of Dr. A. K. Ray, Janab Anwaruzzaman, Sri Nitya 
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Gopal Saha, Dr. Anisuzzaman and many others visited the districts of 
Jessore, Kushtia and Khulna. In these districts we have distributed 
medicines, blankets, baby food and even occasional financial assistance. 
We have supplied the upholsteries for the hurriedly rebuilt circuit house 
of Kushtia. Mr. N. B. Mukherjee has borne the entire expenditure on our 
behalf. We have contributed financial donations to the Sahid Fund 
opened in several districts inside Bangladesh. Our representatives 
collected the first list of the intellectuals through Janab Safiuddin (Babu) 
Sarwar of Bangladesh killed by the Pak Army just before surrender and 
we could release the same to the Press here. One of our representatives 
Prof. V. K. Shastri was sent to Dacca and on his return he has submitted 
a valuable report to the Samiti about his experience. 

Seminar on Bangladesh 

The Ntional Seminar on Bangladesh which was to be held in 
Calcutta from December 21 had to be postponed due to emergency. We 
now propose to hold the Seminar from April 14, 1972. It is expected that 
Professor D. S. Kothari, Chairman, University Grants Commission will 
inaugurate the seminar and some reputed teachers and intellectuals from 
Bangladesh will participate along with Indian sholars. Dr. A. R. Mallick, 
Vice-Chancellor, Chittagong University has already accepted our 
invitation formally. 


Programmes for cooperation in rebuilding Bangladesh 

According to the suggestion of Sri A. L. Dias, Governor of West 
Bengal, we have outlined various programmes where we can contribute 
effectively to the task of rebuilding Bangladesh. We feel strongly that at 
least for one academic session we should help Bangladesh to rebuild the 
academic institutions as also to sustain the families of the killed 
intellectuals. We have already submitted some papers on different 
problems of Bangladesh to the undermentioned people and 
organizations: 

(1) Janab Amirul Islam, M.N.A. Chairman, Bangladesh Volunteer 
Service Corps : On the problems of armed young boys and relief and 
rehabilitation. 


(1) Planning Cell of the Bangladesh Government: 

(i) on cooperative farming. 

(ii) on education. 

Sd/- 


Secretary 
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TEXT OF THE PRIME MINISTER’S INTERVENTION DURING 
THE DEBATE IN RAJYA SABHA ON MARCH 27,1971 

The Prime Minister, Minister of Atomic Energy, Minister of Home 
Affairs, Minister of Planning and Minister for Information & 
Broadcasting (Shrimati Indira Gandhi): 

Mr. Deputy Chairman, Sri, we have watched the heppenings in 
Pakistan earlier, that is the election in East Bengal, with great admiration 
and hope that it was the beginning of a new future for the whole country, 
a future which would make them more united and strong. But as my 
colleagues Sardar Saheb, has said, far from leading into this brightness 
they have turned along a dark path, a tragic path, bringing suffering—in 
fact, perhaps, suffering is too small a word—to an entire people. I am 
sure hon. Members will appreciate that however heavy our hearts may 
be, however deeply we may be sharing the agony of the people there, it 
is not possible for the Government to speak in the same words as hon. 
members can do. In fact, it is because we are so deeply conscious of the 
historic importance of this moment that we are, at the same time, aware 
of the seriousness of the situation when a wrong step, a wrong word, can 
have an effect entirely different from the one which we all jsut intend. 

The House is aware that we have to act within international norms. It 
is good to see that the Parties here have expressed certain views. For 
instance, the Swatantra Party has expressed admiration for the socialist 
programme of Shri Mujibur Rahman. The Jan Sangh has supported his 
secular policy and have also said that the people of East Bengal are their 
brothers. I hope they will extend the same sympathy to all the people of 
our own country too. As I said earlier, we are not unaware of what is 
taking place in East Pakistan and of what it means not only to the people 
there but the danger that it holds for us, not for any one part of our 
country but for the entire country. So we are interested in this matter for 
many reasons, firstly as one Member has said, that Shri Mujibur Rahman 
has stood for the values which we ourselves cherish the values of 
democracy, the values of secularism and the values of socialism. We are 







also concerned with the truly wonderful and unique way in which the 
p>eople there had stood behind him and behind these valuse. We are no 
less full of sorrow and grave concern and even agony at what is 
happening there but I can only apeal to the hon. Members that this is not 
a moment when the Government can say anything more and whatever 
the Government may or may not be able to do, it would not be wise if 
this becomes a matter for public debate. I do not think that hon. 
Members expect us to give replies to the various questions that were 
asked. I think the purpose of this discussion was more that we should 
know their mind and hear their suggestions. As hon. Members know, I 
held a meeting this morning with the Leaders of the Opposition which I 
hope to continue. We are as closely in touch with the happenings in East 
Bengal as is possible in this situation and I hope to keep closely in touch 
with the leaders of the Opposition as well as other Members who would 
like to come and meet us so that we can know their minds. We cannot 
always, I must admit, give our mind but we will certainly tell them as 
much as is possible in this situation. 

SHRI MAHAVIR TYAGI : Can she assure the House that the air 
spaces of India would not be allowed ? (Interruption) 

SHRIMATI INDIRA GANDHI ; I can assure the hon. Member and 
this House that there is no intention to resume the permission. 
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No. 8 MARCH 31,1971 

RESOLUTION RE : RECENT DEVELOPMENTS IN EAST BENGAL 

THE PRIME MINISTER ATOMIC ENERGY, MINISTER OF 
HOME AFFAIRS, MINISTER OF PLANNING AND MINISTER 
OF INFORMATION AND BROADCASTING (SHRIMATI 
INDIRA GANDHI) : Mr. Chairman Sir, the tragedy which has 
overtaken our valiant neighbours in East Bengal so soon after their 
rejoicing over their electoral victory has united us in grief for their 
suffering, concern for the wanton destruction of their beautiful land and 
anxiety for their future. I wish to move a Resolution which has been 
discussed with the leaders of the Opposition and, I am glad to say, 
approved unanimously. 

Sri, I beg to move the following Resolution : 

"This House expresses its deep anguish and grave concern at the 
recent developments in East Bengal. A massive attack by 
armed forces, despatched from West Pakistan has been 
unleashed against the entire people of East Bengal with a view 
to suppressing their urges and aspirations. 

Instead of respecting the will of the people so unmistakably 
expressed through the election in Pakistan in December 1970, 
the Government of Pakistan has cho.sen to flout the mandate of 
the people. 

The Government of Pakistan has not only refused to transfer power 
to legally elected representatives but has arbitrarily prevented 
the National Assembly from assuming its rightful and 
sovereign role. The people of East Bengal are being sought to 
be suppressed by the naked use of force, by beyonets, machine- 
guns, tanks, artillery and aircraft. 

The Government and people of India have always desired and 
worked for peaceful, normal and fraternal relations with 
Pakistan. However situated as India is and bound as the 
peoples of the subcontinent are by centuries old ties of history, 
culture and tradition, this House cannot remain in different to 







the macabre tragedy being enacted so close to our border. 
Throughout the length and breadth of our land on people have 
condemned in unmistakable terms, the atrocities not being 
perpetrated on an unprecedented scale upon an unarmed and 
innocent people. 

This House expresses its profound sympathy for and solidarity with 
the people of East Bengal in their struggle for a democratic 
way of the bearing in mind the parmanent interest which India 
has in peace, and committed as we are to uphold and defend 
human rights, this House demands immediate cessation of the 
use of force and of the massacre of defenceless people. This 
House calls upon all peoples and Governments of the world to 
take urgent and constructive steps too prevail upon the 
Government of Pakistan to put an end immediately to the 
systematic decimation of people which amounts to genocide. 

This House records its profound conviction that the historic upsurge 
of the 75 million people of East Bengal will triumph. The 
House wishes to assure them that their struggle and sacrifices 
will receive the whole-hearted sympathy and support of the 
people of India." 

The questions was put and the motion was adopted. 

MR. CHAIRMAN i The Resolution is passed unanimously. 

SHRIMAHAVIR TYAGI (Uttar Pradesh) : Hearty congratulations. 
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STATEMENT MADE BY THE SHRAM AUR PUNARVAS MANTRI 
(LABOUR AND REHABILITATION MINISTER) ON MAY 24,1971, IN 
THE RAJYA SABHA IN RESPONSE TO THE CALLING ATTENTION 
NOTICE, BY SRI D. D. PURI AND OTHERS REGARDING THE 
GRAVE SITUATION ARISING OUT OF THE HEAVY INFLUX OF 
REFUGEES FROM EAST BENGAL TO INDIA. 


Following the internal strife in East Bengal and the subsequent 
unspeakable atrocities let loose by the Pakistan Army there from the last 
week of March, 1971, large numbers of refugees have been entering the 
border States of West Bengal, Assam, Meghalaya and Tripura. The 
influx was only nominal up to the middle of April, when it started 
gathering momentum. The pace at which the influx has built itself up 


will be evident from the followi 


ng figures 


(i) Week ending 

(ii) Week ending 

(iii) Week ending 

(iv) Weekending 

(v) Week ending 

(vi) Weekending 


17-4-1971 1,19,566 Persons 

24-4-1971 5,36,308 Persons 

1-5-1971 12,51,544 Persons 

7-5-1971 15,72,220 Persons 
14-5-1971 26,69,226 Persons 
21-5-1971 34,35,243 Persons 


Up to 21-5-1971, 34.35 lakh persons have entered India as refugees 
from East Bengal. Approximately 50 per cent of them are staying in 
relief camps, and the rest outside the camps with their friends and 
relations. 


The Government of India have decided on humanitarian 
considerations to extend necessary relief assistance to these refugees in 
the shape of improvised shelter and food. In addition, arrangements have 
been made to provide medical assistance and steps have been taken to 
control epidemics. Supply of milk powder has also been arranged for 
children, pregnant and nursing mothers and the sick. Other essential 
articles of daily use, e.g., clothes, utensils etc., are also being supplied in 
deserving cases. The esxtremely heavy expenditure involved in 
providing relief assistance to these refugees, whose number is mounting 













every day, is causing a severe financial strain on India's economy. The 
Governments, through Indian Missions abroad, to share the 
responsibility in tackling this vast refugee problem which should be the 
concern of the International Community. 

The Government of India hope that these refugees will be able to 
return to their home-land within a period of 6 months or earlier, as soon 
as favourable conditions are available in East Bengal. Keeping this in 
view, the Government of India have prepared an estimate of about Rs. 
132 crores which will have to be spent on necessary relief assistance to 
these refugees for a period of 6 months. These estimates have been 
conveyed to the UNHRC Delegation which recently visited India and 
made an on-the-spot study of the situation by going round the refugee 
camps in the border States of West Bengal, Assam and Tripura. On the 
basis of their study and these estimates, the United Nations have already 
issued an appeal to all Member countries for contributing liberally for 
relief operations among the refugees from East Bengal. It is hoped that 
the response will be favourable and other foreign countries will come to 
India's assistance in tackling this terribly tragic human problem which 
has assume colossal proportions. 

In order to cope with the immense problem of refugee relief, a 
Branch Secretariat of the Department of Rehabilitation has been set up at 
Calcutta with an Additional Secretary in charge. The Branch Secretariat 
is co-ordinating the efforts of the border State Governments and stepping 
up all work in providing relief. The Governments of our border States of 
West Bengal, Tripura, Assam and Meghalaya are all doing their bit and 
have the assurance of the Government of India of full support in their 
extremely difficult and taxing relief efforts. 
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FOREIGN MINISTER’S REPLY TO THE SHORT DURATION 

DISCUSSION REGARDING DEMAND FOR RECOGNITION OF 

BANGLADESH IN RAJYA SABHA ON MAY 25,1971 

Mr. Deputy Chairman, Sir, the speeches that have been delivered by 
the hon. Members representing different political parties reflect the 
general sentiment that prevails in the country. This sentiment is the 
natural and spontaneous expression of sympathy for those in Bangladesh 
who have suffered so grievously and have faced the babarous atrocities 
and ruthlessness of the military regime. Historically the whole situation 
has been analysed in bits by the hon. Member who have participated in 
this debate. 

Here is a situation which has arisen because the Awami League 
Leadership got such a solid majority. It appears that the fault of the 
Awami League was their support by the people of Bangladesh and the 
result of the elections was so solid that it confounded the military 
regime. Although President Yahya Khan initiated some talks. 

I agree with the analysis put forward by my esteemed friend, Shri 
Jain, that it appears, in retrospect, that when these talks were going on, 
military reinforcements were being moved from West Pakistan to East 
Pakistan and suddenly the talks were broken off and the military 
machine with its modern ruthlessness was unleashed against the 
unarmed people of Bangladesh. The atrocities that have been committed 
have been testified to not ony by the hundreds and thousands of 
unfortunate people who have sought shelter in India but by independent 
observers from various countries of the world. Groups of people who 
happend to be stationed in Bangladesh at the time when the military 
action against the defenceless peoples started, they have given out their 
testimony their evidence of the ruthlessness with, which the military 
machine was swung into action against the people of Bangladesh. 
Although the foreign correspondents some of whom happened to be 
stationed in Dacca, were swiftly asked to leave Bangladesh and Dacca 
and therefore a veil of secrecy was sought to be maintained by the 
military regime even then those groups of foreign correspondents who 
visited Bangladesh several days after the start of the operation that have 
come out with stories which have rocked the entire world and if I say so. 





the general public opinion in the world has been more alive and more 
responsive to the situation than the cautious Governments of various 
countries. I would like to pay a tribute to the independent journalists and 
several other foreigners who have given faithful accounts of the 
happenings in Bangladesh. It is because of the manner in which these 
accounts appeared in the British press and the American press and the 
European press and even in several countries of Asia that slowly the 
reality is coming out and it also appears that this is having some 
influence upon the Government leaders of the world. I would like here to 
share one piece of information with this hon. House. It is true that many 
Government leaders have not come out openly in criticism of the action 
taken by President Yahya Khan's military regime in Bangladesh but it is 
a fact that a fairly substantial number of world leader in Government 
have assured us that they are aware of the happenings in Bangladesh and 
they have further laid that they are using whatever influence they have 
with the Pakistan Government to impress upon them the futility of the 
policy pursued in Bangladesh. 

As a matter of fact some of them have gone to the length of 
remarking that the policy pursued by the military regime of Yahya Khan, 
if it has achieved any thing, has created a situation where Pakistan after 
this military oppression against the people of Bangladesh will never be 
the same Pakistan and all these steps are bound to embitter further the 
feelings of the people of Bangladesh and no amount of supression and 
oppression can subdue the will of the people and if the military regime 
and the Government of President Yahya Khan thinks that they can for all 
time suppress the voice of freedom raised by the valiant fighters in 
Bangladesh then they are sadly mistaken. These fires of freedom, these 
flames, once they are lit, their intensity might be lowered but they never 
go off. That is the history of the v^orld and the oppression and 
suppression undertaken by the military regime is not likely to subdue the 
forces of freedom and the forces that stand for democracy in 
Bangladesh. In this situation we are faced with this sad spectacle where, 
as the Prime Minister pointed out in her statement in this House 
yesterday, the problem, which was described all the time by Pakistan as 
an internal affairs of Pakistan has now become our internal problem and 
it will be naive for anyone to suggest that this problem that is faced by 
Bangladesh and by India is an internal affair of Pakistan. In the situation 
in which millions of people have found it necessary to flee from East 
Bengal for their safety and seek refugee in India for anybody to argue 
that it still continue to be an internal affair of Pakistan is something 
which cannot be accepted and we have categorically said so. The Prime 



Minister has very clearly said in her statement that this is a situation 
which cannot be tolerated on the ground that it is an internal affair of 
Pakistan. In this situation where such vast number of evacuees or 
refugees are in India we cannot accept the Pakistan position acquisced in 
and supported by certain other countries and somewhat in a subdued 
tone that this is an internal affiar of Pakistan. This is something which is 
totally unacceptable to us. 

It is in this background that we have clearly taken this matter up with 
other countries that this is a matter in which they must act in such a 
manner that Pakistan has the requisite pressure put on her to create 
conditions in which in the first place this situation of pushing out people 
comes to an end straightway. Secondly, conditions must be created under 
which all these people who have left Pakistan should feel secure that 
they can go back and they can live in that part of the world because they 
are citizens. Thirdly, we have made it absolutely clear that we cannot 
and we will not accept this as our permanent responsibility. This is as 
much the responsibility of the international community, and whole it is 
true that India on account of its traditions of toleration would be 
prepared to give temporary succour and relief to these people, the burden 
must be shared by the international community because it is an 
international problem, not a national problem of India. It is in this 
perspective that we have to view the entire situation. 

In the first place it is not customary when we are dealing with such 
vital problems to disclose or to enunciate all the steps that should be 
taken if X does not come about or Y doet not come about. It is neither 
wisdom not is it practical. If you first say, well, this thing should be done 
by the international community and if it is not done, then what do I 
intend to do, even that has been said very clearly but with a great sense 
of responsibility by the Prime Minister in her statement where she has 
said that we appeal to the international community to see the reality oi 
the situation that this is a matter which should be the concern of the 
entire international community, this burden of refugees; that this 
evacuation must come to an end and conditions must be created where 
these people can go back in safety but if they do not succeed, then we 
reserve the right to take whatever action we might consider appropriate, 
and that is the important part of the Prime Minister's statement. It is very 
easy and perhaps I would say very catching to ask me as to what I will 
do or the country do if we do not succeed in that. These matters are not 
discussed in this open manner and we cannot proceed on this basis that 
Pakistan will be so intransigent or, if 1 may use the expression, so unwise 
that they would ignore easily the will of the international community. 



provided the international community can be mobilised to realise the 
seriousness of this problem, and it is in this direction that we have to 
concentrate our attention. 

Mr. Varma with his experience of the functioning of Government 
and also experience of Parliaments knows full well that no one can say 
anything about what has happened in the Cabinet, and it is idle for him 
to expect of me to say what are the opinions expressed in the Cabinet. 
The Parliament should not have any interest in what goes on inside the 
Cabinet becuase it is the Government that matters, and whatever may be 
the individual opinion of any individual member, so long as I say 
something I speak on behalf of the Government not on my behalf or on 
behalf of anybody else. But I would at the same time like to take this 
opportunity to say that any suggestion of the type made by Shri 
Rajanarain and obliquely referred to by Mr. Varma is totally unfounded. 

In this respect all the members of the Government are of one mind 
and there is no difference of opinion. This is a favourite pastime of some 
friends who might be friendly to us but obliquely critical of us and also 
of some others to do some kite-flying in the hope that, well, somebody 
might contradict or confirm it. We do not fall into that trap. Because 
some body says something, the responsibility should be cast upon me 
either to contradict it or confirm it, is a position which is totally 
unacceptable to any member of the Government. So long as Government 
decisions are there. Parliament should not at all be concerned about the 
discussions which precede the ultimate evolution of the decisions or the 
formulation of the final decisions. That should be accepted as 
Government policy. 

I have given a great deal of thought to the problem that has been 
pose by hon. Members. It is a fact that will of the nation was reflected in 
the Resolution which was unanimously adopted in both Houses of 
Parliament in the March Session and thereafter describing the situation, 
we had pledged our full sympathy and support to the people 
(Interruptions from Shri Chitta Basu) Mr. Chitta Basu, we should treat 
this matter a little more seriously. 

Do not interrupt please. Have patience 

Now, what is that Resolution ? I would like to recall the Resolution 
because memories are generally short and sometimes we are prone to 
forget out own resolve. After describing the other things, we say— 

"Bearing in mind the permanent interest which India has in peace 
and committed as we are to uphold and defend human rights, this 
house demands immediate cessation of the use of force and of the 
massacre of defenceless people." 



This was the unanimous demand of the House— 

"This House calls upon all peoples and Governments of the World to 
take urgent and constructive steps to prevail upon the Government 
of Pakistan to put an end immediately to the systematic decimation 
of people with which amounts to genocide." 

That is, we have called for the cessation of the use of force and have 
also appealed to all the Governments of the world and to the people of 
the world. This we have faithfully carried out because we have taken it 
up with most of the Governments. We have taken it up in the United 
Nations and in the ECOSOC Social Committee; this matter of violation 
of the human rights has been taken up with them. 

"This House records its profound conviction that the historic upsurge 
of the 75 million people of East Bengal will triumph." 

We still continue to stick to this view that it will triumph. 

"The House wishes to assure them that their struggle and sacrifices 
will receive the wholehearted sympathy and support of the people of 
India." 

They have undoubtedly received the sympathy and support of the 
people of India. So, there is no doubt, there should not be any doubt in 
the mind of anybody, that there has been any slipping on the part either 
of the Government or the people of India in the resolve unanimously 
expressed in this Resolution. 

On this question of recognition of Bangla Desh so much has been 
argued and argued vith a great deal of emotion and some honourable 
member have marshalled facts. This is a question about which we have 
not the intention to adopt a purely argumentative style. It is not the 
intention of the Government to try to reply to the various arguments. 
That does not mean that there are no counter arguments to some of the 
points that have been urged by honourable members. But we have to 
approach this problem from a rather bigger angle and we have already 
enunciated our position in reply to a question which was tabled in the 
Lok Sabha and a similar question is coming up for reply in this House 
tomorrow. We are clarifying our position. Our position in a nutshell is 
that the situation does continue to be fluid. We continue to give our 
thought to this aspect from time to time We are constantly in touch with 
the situation and there is no fixed position in this regard. And if at any 
time we feel that it is in the interests of peace, it is in our national 
interest and it also helps the people who are fighting for their freedom, 
we will not hesitate to take the stop even in regard to recognition. But 
this is a matter in which we have to take all aspects into consideration 



and as soon as the Government feels that a situation has been reached 
and a stage has been reached when we should formally recognise the 
Government, we will not hesitate to do that. There are certain norms that 
have to be carefully weighed although there are no hard and fast rules 
even according to international standards. But things like the extent of 
territory that might be under its control, the extent of support, the 
quantum of write that runs, what it actually means, these are all factors 
which have to be carefully weighed before a formal decision of that 
nature is taken. We have also to carefully weight the repercussions of it 
on our relations with even West Pakistan because we have a long border 
with them, and if we recognise a part of another country which by the 
United Nations is accepted as one country. It is quite obvious that 
country whose part is recognised as a sovereign, independent country, 
will react. It should be quite obvious to us and it need not be spelt out by 
me. All these are considerations which cannot be lightly brushed aside, 
however strongly one might feel at an emotional level on an issue of this 
nature. I would not go into this matter any deeper. I would like to repeat 
what we have said on this issue that this is a matter about which we give 
a great deal of thought from time to time and if at any stage we feel that 
a step in the form of formal recognition is necessary, we will not hesitate 
to take that step. With these words, Mr. Deputy Chairman, I conclude. I 
do not want to detain this House any longer. 
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REFERENCE TO REPORTED SECRET PRESENCE AND 
STATEMENTS IN CALCUTTA OF MR. TARIQ ALI A. REVOLU¬ 
TIONARY FROM PAKISTAN 

MR. A. G. KULKARNI (Maliarashtra) : Sir, I was mentioning earlier 
tha a very serious news appeared in the press on 10-5-1971. A similar 
news was coming from border areas and Bangladesh that the struggle in 
East Bengal may move closer to the Assam border. This is the statemet 
made by the Chief Minister of Assam. I wanted particularly to draw the 
attention of the Home Minister to a statement of Mr, Tariq Ali who was 
staying in India, in Calcutta, secretly. He is a revolutionary leader from 
Pakistan. He stayed in India secretly and he had negotiations with 
Naxalities. He had also contacts with the East Bengal Naxalites, I want 
to quote what he said. He suggested the creation of a revolutionary front 
of both East and West Bengal to pave the way for a united socialist 
Bengal. This news is very damaging to the policies of this Government. 
Now I want to know from the Government what it is doing in this 
matter. 

SHRIBHUPESH GUPTA (West Bengal): Mr. Deputy Chairman, this 
is a matter on which you should direct the Government. An article has 
appeared that day before yesterday in the Hindustan Standard by Tariq 
Ali and in that article all these things are said apart from the alleged 
interview which has been managed by some people. Now Tariq Ali is 
not an Indian citizen. How did he come to India ? Who gave him the 
visa? How did he seek entry here ? Nothing is known although the 
Govememnt should know it. This is one point. Secondly, I should like to 
know whether the Government has found out from the British 
Government as to how Tariq Ali left—he must have left either by sea or 
by air. That can also be found out from the British Government. It is 
clear that he has come here with a very disruptives slogan which will 
harm Bangladesh struggle, which will harm everybody. He stated that 
Bengal should be a united entity, a socialist republic, independent. He 
stated that Bengal should be a united entity, a socialist republic, 
independent. He wants to separate West Bengd from India. This is an 
uterly disruptive slogan and one should take it extremely seriously. This 
kind of a slogan today is harmdul from the point of view of the struggle 





for Bangladesh. The Government, in fairness, suo motu, should move in 
this matter. I am very glad that my friend has raised it here. Tariq Ali 
claims to have been sent here by what is called the Trotskyites 
International which is well known for disrupting any great struggle. Now 
he has said, "I have come here with this mission and assignment. 
Everybody knows that this young chap is a very able man in some 
respects. He can do quite a lot of mischief. I have read his book on 
Pakistan and also other material. I do not know what the Central 
Government is watching. They should take serious note of this because 
there is something behind it. Just at this moment the raising of the slogan 
of uniting the two Bengal into a socialist Bengal outside India, as a 
separate entity altogether is lighly disruptive. I think this should be 
fought politically and ideologically. The Government should take not of 
it and keep track of it because Tariq Ali has come here from England. 
Facilities he must have got. Somebody must have given him the facilities 
to come here; otherswise, this man has been watched in E'lgland. He has 
not been allowed to enter France or Germany. How is it that the British 
Government allowed him to leave from an airport or by ship just at this 
moment ? I am not making any question as to his other bona fi(^es. His 
politics is bad enough. The Government should deal with this question." 

SHRI KRISHNA KANT (Haryana) : Sir, this question has been 
rattling the minds of many people in this country. I am sorry till now 
there is no statement from the Government whether Tariq Ali even came 
to India or not. My filling is that it is a deeply laid Chinese game 
involving both Mohammad Toha and Tariq Ali in order to weaken both 
Bangladesh and West Bengal so that the Chinese can fish in the troubled 
waters in these areas. That is why I said in my speech on the last 
occasion that government should take immediate steps for the solution of 
the Bangladesh problem. In the desire to prolong the movement in 
Bangladesh Mohammad Toha and Tariq Ali will weaken the whole of 
India. I would like to know how Tariq Ali came here and after he came 
how he went back to write articles. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : Going back is not important. 

SHRI KRISHAN KANT : The whole operation of coming here, 
visiting people and going back is important. I would request the home 
Minister to investigate into this. 

SHRI A. G. KULKARNI : The Home Minister is here. He should 
make a statement. He must say something. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : Trotskyites have sent him. When the 
Spanish civil war was being fought, Trotskyites disrupted it. The 



Trotskyites disrupted the United Frort in France when they were fighting 
Fascism and Hitler. The record of Trotskyites is disruption of great mass 
struggles. This, I fear, is something going to be attempted here in this 
country. 

SHRI KRISHN KANT ; The Minister must come out with a 
statement. 

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY OF HOME 
AFFAIRS SHRI K. C. PANT : We have no information that this matter 
will be raised. Therefore, I cannot make any statement. 

SHRI A . G. KULKARNI : Will you promise any inquiry ? I can 
understand that he has no information. But when Members of Parliament 
bring this to his notice, he should inquire into this. It is a national 
demand. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : What would be the attitude of the 
Government to the points made here ? Do you want to make any 
statement ? 

SHRI K. C. PANT : There are so many avenues open to Members to 
put questions, calling attention notices, etc. We do not have any previous 
intimation that the matter is going to be realised here. We have to be 
very careful and see that whatever we say here is properly processed and 
for that purpose we have to come prepared for these things. I would not 
like to make any impromptu statement. I agree with the sentiments 
expressed by some honourable friends that anything that is said or done 
which militates against the success of the movement in Bangladesh or 
which directly or indirectly seeks to impair the unity of our country is 
something which is serious and which we have to take serious note of 
and we shall take serious note of it and whatever steps will be necessary 
will be taken. 

REFERENCE TO WITHHOLDING OF CORRESPONDENCE 
ADDRESSED TO MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA (We Bengal) : This is a point for you to 
consider as Members of Parliament we do get correspondence from very 
many people all over the country. Today in the 'Patriot' there is a news 
that some political workers belonging to tribal community from an 
Andhar jail had sent me a copy of the memorandum they have submitted 
to the Prime Minister. A copy had also been sent to the General 
Secretary of our party, Shri Rajeswara Rac. I checked up with him. 
Neither Shri Rajeswara Rao nor I received the said copy of the letter 



which the prisoners have sent from the jail. It seems that they have stated 
in this communication that they are supposed to be Naxalites, that they 
have changed their political views and they have disowned such kind of 
wrong techniques. This is very important. Now, who has withheld this 
communication ? Surely, it has been withheld by somebody either in the 
Central Government or the State Government. I would, therefore, 
request the Home Ministry, through you, that they should intervene in 
this matter to find out who is responsible for withholding this 
communication sent by some political prisoners from a jail to the 
General Secretary of our party and to me as a Member of Parliament. I 
hope some inquiry will be made. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : It is lunch time now. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA ; Shall I get the letter ? It had been sent to 

me. 

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE DEPARTMENT OF 

PARLIAMENTARY AFFAIRS AND IN THE MINISTRY OF 

SHIPPING AND TRANSPORT SHRI OM MEHTA : I will try. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN ; We will continue after lunch. The 
House stands adjourned till 2.15 P.M. 

The House then adjourned for lunch at twenty minutes past one of 
the clock. 
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CALLING ATTENTION TO A MATTER OF URGENT PUBLIC 

IMPORTANCE 

Refusal by the Government of U. K. to suspend aid to Pakistan. 

SHRI N. R. MUNISAMY (Tamil Nadu) : Sir, I beg to call the 
attention of the Minister of External Affairs to the refusal by the 
Government of U. K. to suspend aid to Pakistan on a suggestion reported 
to have been made by the Government of India in a view of the present 
situation in Bangladesh. 

THE MINISTER OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS (SARDAR SWARAN 
SINGH) : Mr. Chairman, Sir... the Government of India has been in 
constant touch with foreign governments, including the British 
Government, on the events in East Bengal. One of the points which we 
have emphasised is that those countries which are in a position to do so 
should use their influence with the Government of Pakistan to persuade 
the rulers of Pakistan to stop military action against the unarmed people 
of East Bengal and to solve the problem politically and not by the use of 
force. We have also been pointing out that economic help to the rulers of 
Pakistan to rehabilitate the shattered economy of Pakistan as a result of 
their military action in East Bengal would, in the circumstances 
prevailing in Bangladesh, amount to condoing their oppression and will 
make them more intransigent and enable them to divert economic help 
for military purposes, thus prolonging the conflict. 

It has been stated in the British Parliament that it is the British 
Government's objective to do everything possible to bring about a 
political solution and that it has been British policy to deal with aid 
regardless of the plitical aspects of a country's national life. It also 
believes that the reconstruction of the Pakistan economy cannot be 
underttiken till stability has been restored. 

SHRI N. R. MUNISWAMY : From the statement I gather this 
impression that the proposal was sent not only to U. K. but to other 
world powers also. 

[Mr. deputy CHAIRMAN in the Chair] 

Practically this is a refusal by them to accept our proposal. Whether 
you call it refusal or not, they have not conceded to our proposal. 






Because of this refusal, in one sense the relationship between India and 
U. K. is getting, deteriorate. Certainly it also gives the impression that 
the U. K. now recognises that either side of the Bengal frontier would 
become one of the world's trouble sports and it might lead to several 
years for its settlement. If that is so, I would like to know from the hon. 
Minister whether instead of going in for a political settlement, any 
settlement could be arrived at through negotiation with the permanent 
members of the Security Council so that some quiet amicable settlement 
is reached either through the UNO or through other agencies. Lastly I 
would like to know whether our government will see that this flow or 
refugees is arrested by negotiating ourselves with other countries. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : There is nothing by way of 
information that the hon. Member has asked. He has given several 
suggestions. We will give careful consideration to those suggestions and 
will try to benefit by them. 

SHRI N. R. MUNISWAMY : What is the reaction of the Government 
of India to all the suggestions that 1 have given ? 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : Our reaction is that we will give due 
consideration to his suggestions. 

SHRI A. G. KULKARNI (Maharashtra) ; Sir, the statement That was 
made by the Minister is most sad. It is an attempt just to evade the main 
issue and to digest an insult by not trying to find fault with U. K. 

Sir, may 1 know from the Government particularly this fact, whether 
they are aware that the attempt by the Government of India to rouse the 
international community to come to the assistance of the India 
Government in solving the Bangladesh problem is coming to such a 
grief that no world power is comming to our assistance to the required 
level ? Sir, in Rhodeshia or South Africa such killings and such 
injustices are going on but no world power, for its own national interest, 
has taken courage to help them. So Sir, I want to know... 

SHRI A. D. MANI (Madhya Pradesh): Sir,... 

SHRI A, G. KULKARNI: What do you want Mr. Mani ? 

SHRI A. D. MANI: I was rising only to support you. 

SHRI A. G. KULKARNI: I do not require you support. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN ; Order, order, please. 

SHRI A. G. KULKARNI: I can support myself very well. Sir, 1 want 
to particularly ask whether the Government will agree that the attempt to 
rouse the world community on this matter is having lukewarm sympathy 



and particularly the U. K. is at fault and whether the Government is 
agreeing to my proposal. Sir, very recently I had gone abroad. 

SHRIBHUPESH GUPTA (West Bengal): Where did you go ? 

SHRI A. G. KULKARNI: I will tell you afterwards. There I found, 
Sir, that the U. K. Government is losing interest in the Commonwealth 
and it is the-Commonwealth through which our Indian Sub-Continent 
has been linked with the U. K.'s sphere of influence and that is why they 
are influencing the Americans and the Americans are going on their line. 
This is very important Sir, and I would like to know whether the 
Government will make a reappraisal of their attitude to the U. K. 

Then, Sir, I want to know whether the Government of India will 
react strongly towards the U. K. Government because Mr. Wilson has 
prevented Shri Jay Prakash Narayan from addressing the World Peace 
Conference. This is very much insulting and this is something which we 
cannot digest. They are the culprit and it is because of the imperialistic 
attitude of the U. K. Government, whether they are the Labour Group or 
the Conservative Group. Sir, my point is that the Government of India 
has to take certain decisions in this connection to keep up our prestige 
and also help the Bangladesh people to form a government of their own. 

Then, my third point. Sir.... 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : I think these are enough. 

SHRI A. G. KULKARNI: Sir, the last point that I wanted to mention 
is that the Government will be well aware that up to now it is reported 
that Rs. 12 crores has been received. 1 can understand that it is a 
staggering problem and the amount that is required is a staggering 
amount. So, will the Government of India take any political decision or 
will they take any other action to solve this Bangladesh problem ? They 
should do something instead of knocking at the door's of the other 
countries of the world where there is lukewarm sympathy where they are 
trying to pull the chestnuts out of the fire and they are not helping India, 
in this. (Interruptions). 

SHRI BABUBHANI M. CHINAI (Gujarat) : Sir, I am on a point of 
order. While a Calling Attention Motion is discussed, a Member is 
allowed to seek clarifications only. Is he allowed to make such long 
speeches ? He says that he is against all monopoly and monopolists. But 
he is monopolising the time of the House. 

(Interruptions) 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : It is perfectly in order, Sir. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN ; Order, order, please. 





SHRI BABUBHAl M. CHINAI: Mr. Deputy Chairman, Sir, I do not 
want Mr. Bhupesh Gupta's ruling; I want you ruling only. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : It is the ruling only that I am objecting to. 
I say that it is perfectly in order. If he has said less, it would have been 
an injustice to the national cause. 

(Interruptions) 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : Order, order, please. It will be 
desirable if the hon. Members do not make long observations and 
confine themselves to questions only so that we can accommodate a 
large number of members. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS : Yes, Sir. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : Sir, I agree with the hon. Member 
when he made the observation that the response from the international 
community has been lukewarm. But I am not quite sure whether his 
observation that the U. K. is losing interest in the Commonwealth is 
correct. 

SHRI A. G. KULKARNI; Why not ? 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : I do not accept that. Please try to 
understand. The real point is that the hon. Member is not authorised by 
the U. K. to say that they have lost interest. We know from informed 
sources that they continue to have interest. 

Then, the second question that is asked is whether the Government is 
prepared to take some strong action in relation to our attitude of U. K.... 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : Sir, on a point of order. The hon. Minister 
should not say this thing...(Interruption). He says that the U. K. has not 
authorised him to say that the U. K. has lost interest in it. Is anybody 
authorised to say that Islamabad has no faith in democracy.... 

(Interruptions) 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : Order, order, please. 

SHRI CHITTA BASU (West Bengal); Listen to the reply.... 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN ; Please sit down, Mr. China Basu. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH ; The, I am constrained to remark that 
his expression that I should not be guided by South block is unfair to the 
members of the Foreign Service. And to imagine that the Minister or the 
Government should not be serviced by their own civil servants or 
members of the Foreign Service is, I think, an unkind cut. We can take 
any attitude in Government as we like. But there is no use of having 
these digs at the members of the Foreign Service. They carry out 



Government policy and they are responsible for the implementation of 
these policies.... 

DR. BHAI MAHAVIR (Delhi) : It is too flattering for the Ministers 
also. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : I don't know : it may be, perhaps, 
castigating for the opposition. Should I take it that way ? 

Then, he said that we should take some strong action. I don't know 
what precisely is meant by that.... 

SHRI A. G. KULKARNI: Take the Bangla Desh. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : That has got nothing to do with Bangla 
Desh. You are talking of our attitude towards U. K. We have received 
some amount. The question is what other steps we should take to solve 
the problem. Obviously, we have to continue to -create consciousness 
amongst the international community about their responsibility in this 
respect. It is important that we should try to mobilize international 
opinion against Pakistan to make them refrain from carrying on their 
military oppresion against the unarmed people and also to take such 
steps by which a situation is created so that the refugees who have now 
come to India should go back. The political situation should be such that 
they should go back and we should not hesitate to mobilize the entire 
international community in support of this because we are on firm and 
just ground. Apart from whatever money might be contributed by the 
international community to look after these refugees, this is the most 
important part in which we should enlist their support. 

Lastly, his question is something which is beyond me. He says that 
unless this matter is sorted out with the U. K. our problem in Bangla 
Desh cannot be resolved. I do not think that he should feel so helpless 
that our attitude in relation to Bangla Desh and this problem should be 
totally dependent on the attitude of one country. If the attitude of one 
country is not favourable, we should try to correct that. But we have got 
other means of carrying out our policies, and it will be an over¬ 
simplification to say that everything is linked with whatever attitude the 
U. K. may take. I would appeal to the hon. Member that this is not a 
correct approach.... 

(Interruptions) 

SHRI A. G. KULKARNI: I would ask the Minister about the attitude 
of the Government of Mr. Wilson, barring Mr. Jai Prakash Narain from 
addressing an international gathering. What has the Government to say 
on that.... 


(Interruptions) 




SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : Sir, we take strong objection to that 
attitude. 

SHRI LOKANAlri MISRA (Orissa): The facts as they stand and the 
statement given by the hon. Minister of External Affairs go to prove that 
Pakistan has been able to successfully sell falsehood abroad, while India 
has been unable to sell even the truth. 

We have not been able to sell the truth abroad while Pakistan has 
been very successfully in selling untruth and falsehood. 

SHRI A. D. MANI: Truth is difficutl to sell. 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA : Truth is not difficult to sell. 
(Interruptions) It may be difficult for Mr. Mani to sell truth, but it is not 
difficult for a Government to sell the truth. 

The point I wanted to stress was that in spite of all efforts, in spite of 
all our good relationships with the U. K. Government, we have not been 
able to impress upon the U. K. Government that genocide is being 
perpetrated in Bangla Desh and, therefore, any help that is given to 
Pakistan now is going further to perpetrate genocide in that area. We 
have not been able to impress upon them this truth. It may be the 
deficiency of our High Commission there. It may be the deficiency of the 
Government's entire publicity media all over the world, and more so 1 
have been convinced of the deficiency of our publicity media because 
almost all the countries of the world have started disbelieving what we 
say even if it is the truth. Therefore, all the time, whatever the vSwatantra. 
Party has been saying is now going to be proved, namely, that we have 
no friend in the world, that we have lost one by one all the friends that 
we had. 

SHRI A. D. MANI: Except the Swatantra Party. 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA : The Swatantra Party is a friend of the 
Government, not Mr. Mani, who only tries to speak pleasant words on 
the floor of the House. 

DR. Z. A. AHMAD (Uttar Pradesh) : The Swatantra Party has lost all 
friends. 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA : The Swatantra Party might have lost all 
friends but Swatantra Party talks as a friend to anybody and everybody. 
We are not hypocrites. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : The Swatantra Party is losing in both 
money and friends. 

SHRI LOKANTH MISRA : Ultimately you have lost much and you 
are still losing. Mr. Bhupesh Gupta has very lately realised that he is 
going to lose both Mrs. Indira Gandhi and her party in the country. He 



was trying to be very friendly with Mrs. Indira Gandhi's party. Now he 
has come to realise his is losing both his friend and the money. 

Now, as I was asking the question I was saying that the Government 
has lost all friends in the world so that we have not been able to impress 
upon the countries of the world even about the truth of the matter so far 
as Bangladesh is concerned. What is being done particularly to activise 
the publicity media of the Government ? 

SHRI SHEEL BHADRA YAJEE (Bihar) : Please see the world 
opinion appearing in the newspapers. Then you will come to know that 
we have friends also. 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA : Do you understand anything about 
international affairs or our external affairs ? Kindly don't try to get into 
an arena where you do not understand anything, nor are you understood. 

Sir, I was asking the question what specifically is being done by the 
External Affairs Minister to activise the publicity media ? Now he is 
going round the world and is visiting the capital cities of the important 
countries. I am happy about it and I hope he would impress upon the 
Governments and the peoples that he is visiting about the truth of the 
matter. But his persuasion may not be lasting persuasion. So, our 
Embassies must be activised so that something concrete is being done 
and something concrete is being pursued all the time. His visit and his 
persuasion may be momentary, may have momentary effect. Certainly he 
would go and try to impress on all those Governments. But what is being 
done to activise our publicity media so that a lasting impression can be 
created in those areas where we have some interest ? 

SHRI AKBAR ALI KHAN (Andhra Pradesh) : What is your 
proposal ? 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA : The Governments publicity media in 
those countries should be activised. We have not been able to do it yet. 
What is wrong in that ? Would the hon. Minister kindly try to find out 
now ? After our repeated failures in international relations, would he at 
least now try to find out as to where the lacuna lies ? If our publicity 
media were weak, what could be done to activise them ? Would he 
kindly do something in the matter ? 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH ; Sir, what is described by the hon. 
Member as failure is not a correct description. Failures or setbacks are 
not always due to lack of publicity : for example, the Swatantra Party 
has been doing excellent publicity but they failed in the elections. So, 
publicity does not always produce results. The hon. Member says that 



we have not been able to sell. The trouble is that for sale both a customer 
and a seller are required and some times if the customer happens to be 
like my friend opposite it becomes very difficult to sell. For instance, I 
have been trying to sell this idea that we should have a national policy in 
this respect but I have never been able to sell it to my friend there. It is 
not for any fault of mine; the country supports my policy. So, the 
question of sale depends not only on the seller but in a very large 
number of cases, on the customers also, and other governments have 
their own policies. I would like to say that we have not failed on the 
publicity front and the hon. Member who I presume, keeps himself well 
informed of the general opinion of the world press will agree with me 
that on the whole, by and large, the press has been reporting fairly well 
the events in Bangladesh—the actual happenings, the atrocities at the 
hands of the military regime and also the political situation. These have 
been analysed in a very fine mannert. The main praise is due to our press 
and also the Press of Western European and the East European countries, 
notably the Soviet Union; France and Geimany. In all these countries 
generally the press reaction has been quite adequate and has depicted the 
situtation more correctly. There is no need to tell you that the response 
from Governments has been very tardy. The Governments have been 
tardy, of course with a few honourable exceptions. In this respect, I 
would like to acknowledge the very forthright and clear statement made 
by President Podgorny which he has sent to President Yahya Khan 
asking him to desist from the pursuit of a policy due to which innocent 
people were being tortured. The world leaders in the government have 
been more cautiou*' by saying that their capacity to influence Pakistan is 
diminished if they make open statements. We have told them that this is 
incorrect. If anything, if what is being done by the present rulers of 
Pakistan is openly condemned, that itself will have the greater effect of 
restraining them rather than these hush-hush talks—the policy that they 
are now acopting in relation to Pakistan. Therefore, there is greater 
realisation about this and we have to preseveres and there is no use of 
talking of failures in this respect. These are long-drawn our struggles in 
which we have to relentlessly pursue our policy to realise the objectives 
which we have set before us. 
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SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : I do not agree with the observations 
made by the Member that subsequent statements by the Russian leaders 
have in any way been different from the first statement that was publicly 
made by President Podgorny. I do not accept the correctness of that 
observation. The second question was about the letters that have been 
written by our Prime Minister. These are letters which have been written 
by the Prime Minister to the Heads of Governments and some of them 
have replied other replies are awaited and it has never been the practice 
to publicise such letters which are written by one Head of Government 
to another and we have no intention to depart from the practice which is 
well-established and no copies are proposed to be laid on the Table with 
regard to this correspondence. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : It has not been the convention. In some 
cases you had published also. That does not satisfy us. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH ; In this particular case we have no 
intention to publicise the letters. About the third question it is true that 
Shri Jayaprakash Narayan could not get an appointment with President 
Sadat of UAR. I am sorry for that but we have to view this in the context 
of the great internal struggle that was going on at that time and the UAR 
leaders were in the midst of a complete overhaul of their governmental 
set-up in which they took action against several high-ranking dignitaries 
in their government.... 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : That is very much after that. If you 
look up your files, you will agree that the timing was such in which Shri 
Jayprakash Narayan was in Cairo at the time when they were in the 
midst of these changes and they expected difficulties and could not see 
him. 



SHRI AKBAR ALI KHAN : They could have expressed their 
sympathy and their agony. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : I agree with you and I will add this 
voice of yours to my voice which has always been projected to them that 
they should do something of that type. The last quetion was if Pakistan, 
after they started the military action against Bangladesh, got any arms 
from any country. According to our information, the only source from 
which they got arms after they started the military action against 
Bangladesh is from China. We are not aware of their having got aims 
from any other country. I cannot say anything about economic aid 
becuase I cannot really give you any information. 

SHRI AKBAR ALI KHAN : What about Turkey and Iran ? 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : I cannot say if they have got any arms 
aid from Iran and Turkey after they started the military action. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : Nobody here has even remotely 
suggested that our attitude towards the struggle in Bangladesh should be 
dependent on the wishes of the Goverfnment of the U. K. but then, Sir, 
the attitude which the U. K. has taken towards this great struggle in 
history is certainly relevant to the relations between India and the U. K. 
and it is in that context we are asking him questions. What the British 
Government lias done is nothing new. At the time of India-China conflict 
you will remember Mr. Duncan Sandys suddenlty came to Delhi and 
Karachi in order to trap Government of India to join with the 
Government of Pakistan to sign that infamous statement in which we 
even compromised some of our national positions in regard to Kashmir 
and various other things. You will remember that statement. They 
exploited the situation against India. At the time of the Indo-Pakistan 
war in 1965 again we found the British Government openly coming out 
against India and taking the initiative in moblising world public opinion 
or at least the Government of the West against our country and this is a 
well-known fact. In fact we were accused of committing aggression by 
the so-called Commonwealth friend of India. Now again we find that the 
British Government of the day is openly backing up Yahya Khan and is 
giving an anti-India edge to the campaign. What the British papers have 
written is immaterial : here we are discussing the role of the 
Government. Even in the Labour Party many people have raised their 
voice against the slaughter and genocide perpetrated by Yahya Khan. 
British public opinion is not to be judged only by what the British 
Government does, but we are concerned with the Government. Our 
diplomacy with the British Government has cpmpletely failed. We may 



be good sellers but they are the most hopeless, most vicious customers 
with whom we have to deal. Accordingly this is what I would suggest. 
Even in the United States Senator Edward Kennedy has said something 
very strong but not one man of the ruling party in England not one 
Minister, has said anything which goes against Yahya Khan or his crime. 
On the contrary they are talking of a political solution in order to 
pressurise other people to surrender to Yahya Khan and to his tactics. 
That is their idea; they are whipping up certain elements, followers of 
Yahya Khan, in England against others from the erst-while East 
Pakistan. That is also happening. They have decided to give money, 
when others have stopped Britain has decided to give additional funds in 
the name of relief to Yahya Khan so that these funds could be used as a 
morale booster and also for other purposes by the West Pakistani troops 
in Bangladesh where they are now in occuptation. These are serious 
matters and the Government has no policy towards them. Where do we 
stand in regard to our relations with the United Kingdom ? That is what 
we ask. Why should you still continue in the Commonwealth when 
every time at the testing moment we find the British Government kicks 
India. Every time we find we have been let down, kicked, attacked and 
betrayed but yet we continue in the Commonwealth. We are continuing 
in the Secretariat of the Commonwealth even now. Sir, these are matters 
which should receive attention ; Now I should like to know why the 
Government is not developing a line of action against the U. K. 
especially in the context of the relations between the two countries. I 
think. Sir, in the light of what they are doing we should stop all kinds of 
visas and other things to the British people coming here except those 
who are friendly to Indians and proved as such. We should withdraw 
some of the concessions which Britain is now enjoying. 

We should not allow any of their capital to be remitted from here or 
profits or other things till we have taken up the problem of refugees with 
West Pakistan which is imposing on us as a part of their diabolic plot 
against the Bangladesh. We should really ask all such imperialists who 
are remaining in this country especially from Britain to leave this 
country when we know that they are sending men like Tariq Ali in order 
to create difficulties here. These are steps we should take immediately. 
We should also at the same time take away the resources from the British 
investors here and utilise them for relief and succour of the refugees who 
are coming. Every year crores and crores are being remitted by the 
British coalmines and other British concerns including the oil concerns. 
Why should we not take some of these in order in utilise them for the 
relief and succour of the refugees who have come from Bangladesh ? 





Such steps we can take. We should certainly withdraw from the 
Secretariat, we should certainly withdraw from the Commonwealth, we 
should reconsider our entire relations with the United Kingdom. This 
habit of continuing in the Commonwealth is something which is 
becomig intolerable from the national point of view. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : Please conclude. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : Therefore, I say that the Government 
should come out not only by saying that we strongly object to it but we 
should also express national sentiments, national feelings against the 
British Government's abetment of Yahya Khan in terms of concrete 
diplomatic, political and e. anomic action. That is what we demand of 
you. That would be the best way of championing the cause which we are 
championing. These are some of my suggestions or some of the points 
made for clarification. The Government should state its position. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : I think we should concentrate at the 
moment on trying to build our energies for resolving the situation that 
faces us in relation to Bangladesh and should not open other fronts. 
These are matters which he has suggested but we should not convert our 
problems in relation to Bangladesh into this type of attitude against one 
country. That is a separate issue. We should not link it with that. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : They are abetting this murder. The 
British Government is pursuing this policy ever since the Health 
Government was formed. You know they are adopting an anit-Indian 
attitude, an attitude against Asians, and now they are using this policy 
with a vengeance in regard to the developments in Bangladesh. They 
want the people of Bangladesh to be suppressed as a part and parcel of 
their attack against the Asian people, against the people of India. That is 
why I think the action is called for. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH: There is nothing more to add. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN ; Mr. Goray. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : No answer ? This is the trouble in this 
Parliament. Whenever the British thing is raised, our Ministers become 
silent. That is the trouble. I have been seeing this thing in all these ten 
years. They are heroic when other peoples are mentioned. Whenever 
Britain is mentioned they are absolutely silent. They evade the thing. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH: I would say that this observation of the 
hon. Member is very unkind. We have in very unmistakable and clear 
terms slated our position in relation to important matters where we did 
not agree with the British attitude in Rhodesia, in supply of arms to 



South Africa, on general questions of colonialism, and it is unkind on his 
part to say that we are in any way soft towards them. But when we are 
dealing with a particular situation, we should concentrate on this 
problem and I would repeat that we should be careful not to open too 
many fronts. 

DR. BHAIMAHAVIR: But what strong action is taken ? 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : You say a second front is being opened. 
What is the second front ? Are we in World War II to talk of second 
front ? 

SHRI N. G. GORAY (Maharashtra) : Unless this front is quiet I 
cannot put my questions. 

Sir, this question has become very important in the light of the news 
that we have got only today that the Forcing Minister is going to the 
various capitals, starting from Moscow, when he will go to London, 
Paris and Washington. I would like to know what is the mission that he 
has in his mind, because since the 25th March when Yahya Khan 
marched his army and started liquidating the Bangladesh freedom 
fighters, two things have happened. One is that no country in the world 
has shown active sympathy for Bangladesh. So far as words are 
concerned, they have flown freely, but so far as giving aid to Bangladesh 
is concerned no country has come forward. That is number one. 

The other things, is when this influx of the refugees started and now 
they are well above the four million mark—no country has given any 
massive support no country has come forward with any massive aid Sir, 
we have been sending our emissaries outside. One of our Ministers is 
already abroad, and now the Foreign Minister himself is going out. I do 
not know what is the purpose of these visits. Is it to get more aid for the 
refugees or is it to step the carnage that Yahya Khan's army is 
perpetrating in Bangladesh ? I would like-to know what is the purpose 
for which the Foreign Minister is undertaking this tour during the 
Budget Session, which is a very important session, when we have known 
that repeated attempts have failed, to convince people. Somebody 
pointed out that our publicity media are not working properly. I do not 
think so. Publicity has done its work. Foreign correspondents have been 
inside Bangladesh. They have made detailed reports. The whole thing is, 
whether it is China or Russia or England or An America or France, they 
have their own national interests to guard and because it is their policy to 
safeguard their national interest, to put their national interest above 
everything else, though they know that such a crime is being perpetrated 





on Bangladesh, nobody is ready to get involved in it. Bangladesh is just 
like Droupaid in the Kaurava sabha. Everybody knows and is saying that 
what is happening is bad but nobody is prepared to stop it. I would like 
to know from the hon. Minister—is it not now conclusively proved that 
in spite of your efforts, nations which want to safeguard their own 
national interests are not going to fall in line with your plea ? They are 
not going to come forward with any help and if you think that even for 
the refugees are going to get any massive aid from them, they are not 
going to do so, and the refugees are going to be our headache for a very 
long time, and it is only the Indians who will have to deal with the 
problem. 

Sir, reference was made to the letters written by the Prime Minister 
to the heads of other countries and the Foreign Minister said that it is not 
customary to publish these letters. I agree with him. But is it not a fact 
that when the relations between China and India got strained, all the 
letters between the Prime Minister of China and the Prime Minister of 
India were published in the form of a White Paper ? I would suggest that 
the time has come...(Interruptions) No, no, long before the conflict. It 
took place in 1962 and the letters were published in 1958. On White 
Paper after another, three White Papers were published. 

Sir, I would suggest : In order to let the people of the world 
understand what efforts India made to save Bangladesh and what was the 
attitude of other nations, will the Foreign Minister consider issuing a 
White Paper on this and bring out all the literature that is being there on 
our behalf, the correspondence, the case that was pleaded by our 
emissaries abroad including Mr. Jaya Prakash Narain and they reply, the 
response from them, etc.? These are the two or three questions on which 
I would like the Foreign Minister to throw light. 

SADAR SWARAN SINGH : Sir, it is correct that there is a proposal 
that I should visit some of the capitals, and I know—I do not find it easy 
to be away from Parliament. 

But in the overall interest, we thought that it is better that this effort 
should be made. But no details have yet been settled and I cannot give at 
the present stage more concrete information with regard to this. The 
effort will be to explain the happenings in Pakistan, the political 
implications and all the facts of the problem. So, it will not the correct to 
say that it is to achieve one particular thing or another particular thing. It 
is only to reinforce the efforts that our missions haye been making to 
make the world“leaders important leaders of countries, appreciate the 
true state of affairs there and how the efforts of the international 





community should be mobilised to rectify the situation, both, as put by 
the hon. Member, to stop these military actions and to make a move 
towards normally. 

SHRIN. G. GORAY : Will you plead for a political solution. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : Do not ask me to say everything that I 
am going to say. It is not just done. 

Then, Sir, he has made a very pertinent remark that other countries 
will take action in accordance with what they consider to be their best 
self-interest that is a hard reality of international life. But here is 
considerable scope even in that because even in assessing their own 
interests, they may have missed something important which may be vital 
not only from our point of view or from the point of view of Bangladesh, 
but also from the point of view of their own self-interest, and it is 
important that efforts should be made to highlight such aspects. I lastly, I 
am sorry that I am unable to change the position that 1 have already 
mentioned, that we have no intention to publish the letters that our Prime 
Minister has written or the replies that our Prime Minister has received. 

DR. K. MATHEW KURIAN (Kerala) : Sir, the hon. Minister has said 
that one of the purposes of his visit is to impress upon the foreign 
governments the vaiious aspects of the Bangladesh, problem. But he 
refused to give a straight answer to the concret question whether the 
Government of India will impress upon the foreign governments to 
recognise Bangladesh. How can they, because they have themselves not 
recognise Bangladesh ? Will India impress upon the foreign countries to 
give all material, economic and military aid to Bangladesh 
revolutionaries ? How can they, because they are not themselves doing it 
? Sir, I would like to know from the Minister how India can suggest to 
the United Kingdom Government to suspend aid to Pakistan in view of 
the fact that the Government of India is increasingly indebled to be the 
United Kingdom for external aid, for private monopoly capital, and they 
co.itinue to be an insipid member of the insipid Commonwealth. 
Secondly I would to know from the Hon. Minister whats moral right the 
Government of India has to ask the United Kingdom Government to 
suspend aid to Pakistan when the Government of India itself has been 
giving military aid to the tottering Mrs. Bandaranike's Government, 
against the people there who are fighting against that Government. I 
should make it clear that I am not here taking any particular position 
regarding the insurgency in Ceylon. Whatever be the character of the 
insurgency in Ceylon, it is a shame on the part of the Government of 





India to send military aid to foreign governments when they are fighting 
their own peoples. I would like to know what moral right his 
Government has to tell the United Kingdom Government suspend aid to 
Pakistan when it is going the same with reference to other countries. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : I would appeal to the Hon, Member to 
apply this moral standard to judge the implications of the question that 
he is raising. There are very unfortunate insinuations that the Hon. 
Member is making and I would appeal to him and to others of this way 
of thinking.... 

DR. K. MATHEW KURIAN : Unfortunate for you. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH ; ...that this approach is very dangerous 
and it is against our national interest. I will request him to desist from 
this. 

DR. K. MATHEW KURIAN : Whose national interest ? The people's 
national interest ? 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : I would like to make it clear that our 
altitude both to Bangladesh and Ceylon is identical. In Bangladesh we 
are supporting the Awami League because they represent the majority. 
We are supporting Mrs. Bandaranaike's Government because she 
represents the majority. Our position is absolutely identical. The trouble 
with gentlemen of his way of thinking is thsA...(Intrruptions) Do not get 
excited. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : Mr. Swaran Singh, this is not a very 
intelligent argument. 

SARDAR SARAN SINGH : Then, let us not enter into an argument. I 
would like to say that these is no moral right for honourable Members to 
ask these questions. We are perfectly within our right, both moral and 
constitutional, to pursue the line that we are pursuing and we will 
continue to pursue this line. 
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MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN ; Mr. Swaran Singh, will you reply to 
the points made ? 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH ; Sir, the hon. Member has asked me to 
elucidate the expression "political settelement or political solution." I 
would like to say, Sir, that some such expressions have been used by the 
Prime Minister in her statement. There was some criticism. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : Please wait. There was some criticism. 
But I think it was not well informed. Our attitude, when we use an 
expression of that nature, is that the military action upon which the West 
Pakistan army has embarked and the forces of operation and the forces 
of repressions unleashed by the military rulers of Pakistan are not likely 
to and will not sure the basic problem of Bangladesh and that they 
should bend their enemies of find a solution of this problem, not by 
resourt to military means. This is the expression used in relation to 
several other situations in the world also. This is to heighlight the futility 
of continued military action that the ipression to that effect has been 
used and it will not be fair for the hon. Members to read anything more 
than that, that we are in favour of the particular type of solution, one way 
or the other. Buf we have also Bangladesh and the military rulers with 
whom they are at present fighting. 
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MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : Mr. Rajnarain, please let him finish. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : I would appeal to the hon. Member, to 
leave this matter to be settled by them and it is not for us to suggest any 
particular line of action. They have already clarified their position quite 
well. The Awami League Leaders, Maualana Bhashani and several other 
leaders of Bangla Desh have clarified their attitude with regard to this 
and we should aid our voice also to this that the military operation 
should cease and efforts should be made to meet their viewpoint by 
means of which are non-military and this is perfectly a legitimate stance, 
legitimate stand, and we should not be apologetic. 

SHRI DWIJENDRALAL SEN GUPTA (West Bengal) : It is our 
problem also and that must be realised. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : So far as our problems are concerned 
we should be able to settle them. We have not said that we are not going 
to settle them. In fact, the Prime Minister had, in her statement made on 
the 24th May, clearly said-I would like to quote. 

"If the world does not take heed, we shall be constrained to take all 
measures as may be necessary to ensure our own security....". 

SHRI DEIJENDRALAL SEN GUPTA : How ? 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : "...and the preservation and the 
development of the structure of our social and economic life." 

SHRI DWUENDRALAL SEN GUPTA : How and when ? ... 

(Interruptions) 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : You ask, how and when ? ... 

SHRI DEIJENDRALAL SEN GUPTA : Yes. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH ; How and when ? It should be left to us. 
You are not in any capacity to do that. 

SHRI DEIJENDRALAL SEN GUPTA : It is your monopoly ? 
...(Interruptions) The Government has absolutely failed. I say it has 
failed. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : I am sorry, I don't agree with your 
analysis. There is only one other question that the hon. Member has 
asked, and he has repeated it a number of times as to what the 
Government is going to say, either here or abroad, on the question of 
Bangla Desh. Our attitude in this respect.... 

SHRI MAHAVIR TYAGI (Uttar Pradesh) : Are the Government 
trying to persuade other Governments to agree to the justification of the 
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demand that in view of the infiltration of refugees on such a massive 
scale, we want living space from the Bangladesh ? 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : I am not going to discuss this in 
details. On the question that is asked by Shri Rajnarainji about our 
attitude in relation to Bangladesh, I think.... 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : There cannot be a solution, except on the 
basis of the freedom of the people of Bangaldesh to shape their destiny. 
Let us not try to indulge in.... 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : Government have clarified their 
position in relation to Bangladesh. But, unfortunately, my friend, Shri 
Rajnarainji, walked out on that day. I would request him to read the 
proceedings of that day. 
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REFUGEES ARE INTERNATIONAL RESPONSIBILITY 

Statement of 

Prime Minister Shrimati Indira Gandhi 
in Rajya Sabha on June 15,1971. 

Intervening in the discussion on the situation arising out of the 
influx of millions of refugees from Bangladesh Prime Minister 
Shrimati Indira Gandhi said in Rajya Sabha on June 15,1971 : 

Sir, I had not expected to intervene in this discussion, because we 
have made our policy very clear. I was rather astonished to hear from 
one of the Members that our policy is not clear. I think our policy is 
quite clear, I am astonished at the lack of confidence in our people, in 
our country, which our Members are constantly displaying. Are we 
citizens of a great country ? Are we citizens who have confidence in 
ourselves or not ? Listening to this debate, it seems to me that this is a 
far more important question than the question of what is happening to 
the refugees from Bangladesh. Because, if we have no confidence in 
ourselves, it doesn't matter what we say, we will not be able to 
implement it. 

I speak here with tremendous confidence in my people and in my 
Government. I have no doubt at all that we can face the problem which 
has come upon us. What does this mean ? Does it mean that no refugee 
will suffer? It cannot possibly mean that. When any country has to face a 
large influx—not an influx over a long period, but a sudden influx 
within a few weeks, of nearly six million people-it is not a joke; it is not 
a small thing. I would like to know from hon. Members : Do they know 
of any country in the world which has faced even one-tenth of this 
situation before ? it is very easy to sit in this House and just criticize and 
criticize instead of trying to assess the realities of the situation. If even 
ten thousand refugees arrive in any European country, the whole 
Continent of Europe will be afire with all the newspapers, the 
Governments and everybody aroused. We are trying to deal with neatly 6 
million human beings who have fled from a reign of terror, who have 
come wounded, with diseases, with illness, hunger and exhaustion. And 
they have come to our country, which is one of the poorest in the world. 
We certainly have the fullest sympathy with these war evacuees of 
refugees, or whatever you would like to call them. 




'JaS'S 


We are going to do our very best to look after them. Evey if we have 
to sacrifice, even we have to go hungry hope the hon. Members will be 
the first to initiate a movement of missing a meal. But at the same time 
we have to see that our own poor people do not suffer, do not die. We 
have a double responsibility to our people and a responsibility to our 
friends from across the border. 

One hon. Member spoke of our taking a begging bowl to other 
countries. Sir, I am not in the habit of begging. I have never begged. I 
am not begging now. And I have no intention of begging. If our 
emissaries go grom this country to other countries, they are not speaking 
with a voices of weakness; they are not begging. We are sending them 
becuase this is an international responsibility. And we ar 9 not going to 
let the international community get away with it. They cannot avoid their 
responsibility. They may give help, or they may not give help. But they 
will certainly suffer from the consequences of whatever happens in this 
part of the world. We must put this problem to them in its proper 
perspective. We certainly want help, and the.rtojre help we get, the better 
we shall be able to look after the refugees. Biit, so far, this help has been 
pitiable in proportion to what is needed; it is about one-tenth of what is 
actually needed, so far as we have been able to assess. I hope that this 
help will increase. This is very important from the point of view of 
saving lives, of giving better nourishment to childeren and of giving 
better treatment to those who are suffering, from cholera and other 
diseases. But the point is not the quantity of help. Our appeal is even 
more important from the point of view of putting this problem in 
perspective. What are we concerned about ? We are concerned about the 
lives and the comforts of the refugees, but we are even more concerned 
about the problem of democracy, the problem of human rights, the 
problem of human dignity, which have now been brought into focus 
before us and the whole world in such a poignant and heartrending 
manner. And, if our representatives have gone, whether they are 
Members of the Council of Minister, whether they are non-official 
people or other people, it is with this end in view, namely, that all the 
countries should be told about the reality of the situation, and 1 think that 
our efforts have succeeded in this in some measure. Today, the world 
press is reacting more sharply and is devoting greater space to this 
question; I think that we have had something to do with this change of 
attitude. So, we should not sneeze at all the efforts that are being made. 
As I said on a previous occasion here, I can understand the emotionalism 
and the sense of sorrow and of helplessness which hon. Members and 



many people outside feel. It is understandable and I sympathise with it. 
But it should lead us to something more. It should not lead us to a dead 
end, to a feeling that nothing is being done, that nothing can be done, 
and that we are going to be engulfed. We are bearing a tremendous 
burden, and as I said—1 do not know whether the world is parliamentary 
or not; if it is not please strike it out, Sir—as I said in my meetings with 
the people even in the camps where I had gone, we will have to go 
through hell to meet this situation. But I have no doubt that we can 
emerge, and we will. It will hurt us in many ways, economically and in 
other ways, but we will get through if we have the courage, the 
determination, and the endurance. I personnally believe that our people 
have these qualities, and therefore, we will be able to handle this 
situtation. But it cannot be done cheaply either as regards financial effort 
or physical effort. The effort may hurt all sections of the people, all 
along the line. It may even affect some of our essential programmes. But 
this is something which we cannot avoid, because, as I have said on an 
earlier occasion, what happens in Bangla Desh will have an impact on 
India. We are concerned with the general principle of democracy, but we 
are more concerned here because Bangla Desh is so close to our border 
that its impact will be very much greater than if such a thing had 
happened in a distant place. 

My colleague just now mentioned the much publicised reception 
centres opened by the West Pakistan Government in Bangla Desh. I do 
not know what these reception centres are going to do. So far, nobody 
has returned from any of our refugee camps except a small number— 
about two thousand—who are reported to have gone back from a part of 
northern India for various resasons which had iiotliiiig to do with the 
opening of the receoption centres in East Bengal. 

So, far as I remember, it was Shri Goray, or may be one of the other 
non. Members—who asked something about what we meant by political 
settlement. 

I think he will excuse me; he has put rather an extraordinary 
interpretation on that wood. Does he for a moment believe that we 
would accept a political settlement which means the death of Bangla 
Desh, which means the ending of democracy or of those who are 
fighting for their rights ? India could never accept such a state of affairs. 
When we talked of a political settlement, we meant that a political 
settlement must be arrived at with those people who are today being 
suppressed. I am not expressing a view whether such a settlement is 
possible or not, but clarifying what we haye said at an earlier stage. If 



international pressure through whatever means available to the big 
powers and to other countries were exerted, I think that a political 
settlement would have been possible at an earlier stage. Now, of course, 
with each passing day this possibility becomes more remote. 

We are looking after the refugees on a temporary basis. We have no 
intention of allowing them to settle here, nor can we allow them to go 
back merely to be butchered. 

One hon. Member said something about China having become free 
after us. I have not quite understood what this means. So far as I know, 
China has not been under foreign rule in the way that we have been. It 
has always been a free country. It is true that earlier it did not have a 
communist government, and now it has one. But it was a free country all 
along. 

There is some confusion in the minds of hon. Members whether 
refugees are being removed or whether they are to be kept where they 
are. It is not easy to be clear on this matter because of the magnitude of 
the problem. Even if we want to remove the refugees, it is physically not 
possible to do so. Each train carries about 1,200 or it may be little more. 
But, with the best will in the world, we can only move a small portion of 
them. We are trying to move them specially to land which belongs to the 
Central Government in different States, but it is not an easy matter to do, 
and however we may try to move them there still will be a tremendous 
burden on the States where they are today. 

We have used trucks; we are using planes; we are using railway 
trains; we are using goods trains. But with all that—they are six million 
people—you cannot remove them easily or quickly. 

In this country, we have a shortage of practically everything which 
they need. We have a shortage of tarpaulins; we have a shortage of 
corrugated iron sheets; we have shortage of every possible thing you can 
think of. We have tried to round up these items from every part of the 
country; we are rushing them to the camps. But, no matter what we do— 
I am sorry to say—we cannot keep the refugees on anything remotely 
ressembling comfort, because of the nature of the problem. And I am 
glad to say that wherever I have been, the spirit in these camps has really 
been magnificent. They are living under extermely difficult conditions, 
but they understand and appreciated our difficulties. So we should 
continue to try and do our best, but we should always keep in view the 
long-term aspect of the problem, and specially the aspect that it will 
mean tremendous hardship for all of us and for our people. We must all. 





as leaders or members of political parties, as citizens of this country, 
prepare our people for this period of hardship, because without it we can 
neither help the refugees nor deal with the larger problem. 

This House has always shown a great deal of understanding. I know 
that it is ncessary from time to time to have opportunity to blow off 
steam and to work off emotions. This is natural and understandable, but 
when all is said, I am grateful to the House for the understanding it has 
showed and for the cooperation which it gives. 
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CALLING ATTENTION TO A MATTER OF URGENT PUBLIC 

IMPORTANCE 

Report of Recent Shipments of Arms By the U.S.A. to Pakistan 

SHRI CHITTA BASU (West Bengal) : Mr. Chairman, Sir. I beg to 
call the attention of the Minister of External Affairs to the reports of 
recent shipments of arms by the U.S.A. to Pakistan. 

THE MINISTER OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS (SARDAR SWARAN 
SINGH) : Mr. Chairman, Sir, Government appreciate and share the 
concern of all sections of this House about the reported shipment of 
certtun items of military equipment from the United States to Pakistan 
recently. 'The New York Times' report of June 22 about two ships, 
"Sunderbans" and "Padma" flying the flag of Pakistan, having sailed 
from New York on the 8th of May and 21st of June respectively, with 
cargo of the United States military equipment seems to be substantially 
correct. Our Ambassador in Washington took up the matter immediately 
on receipt of this report with the Under Secretary of State on the evening 
of 22nd June. The matter was also taken up with the U.S. Embassy in 
New Delhi on 23rd June. According to the U.S. Government, on foreign 
military sales to Pakistan have been authorised or approved since March 
25, and no export licences have been issued for commercial purchases in 
U.S. since March 25, nor have export licences been renewed since that 
date. The U.S.Government has further stated that the New York times 
article is incorrect in stating that such shipment included 7 aircraft. 
According to them, no aircraft are on board these vessels. The U.S. 
Government have, however, admitted that it is possible that foreign 
military sales items authorised or approved prior to March 25, have been 
delivered to the dock-side since that date and may be aboard the two 
ships referred to in he New York Times. They have further stated that it 
was also possible that commercially purchased items where export 
licences were required and were issued before March 25, may aboard 
these ships. Further, there are some items for which export licences are 
not required. So it is possible that some such items are also on the ships. 
They have stated that it is thus probable that these ships do carry items 
of military equipment resulting from actions taken prior to March 25. 

The Under Secretary of State has appreciated our concern and 
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expressed regret that this loophole regarding past authorisations had not 
been brought to our notice. He has further explained that full facts 
regarding what had been covered by export licences issued in the past, 
the shipments of which have not been effected, were still not known and 
he could not, therefore, say that there would be no further shipments yet 
to be made. He has however added that up to the moment they had not 
come to any conclusion on the subject and they were examining the 
matter. 

We have pointed out to the U.S. Government that any accretion of 
military strength to Pakistan, particularly in the present circumstances 
when military oppression and atrocities are being let loose on the un¬ 
armed and defenceless people of Bangladesh, would not only pose a 
threat to the peace and secutiry of this subcontinent but the whole 
region. What is more, it would not only amount to a condonation of 
these atrocities, but could be construed as an encouragement to their 
continuation. We have stressed that this is not merely a technical matter, 
but a matter of grave concern involving socizd, economic, political and 
security considerations. We have, therefore, urged the U. S. Government 
that they should try to stop the two ships which have already sailed, from 
delivering military items to Pakistan and, in any case, to give an 
assurance that no further shipments of military stores will be allowed 
even under "past authorisations". The United States Government have 
promised to give urgent consideration to this matter and we are awaiting 
their response. 

We hope that the U.S. Government which cherishes the principles of 
democracy and freedom, will not encourage the wanton violation of 
these principles which is taking place in Bangladesh today by the 
shipment of any kind of military weapon, spare parts, etc. as long as the 
military authorities of Pakistan do not stop their military atrocities and 
come to a peaceful political settlement with the duly elected 
representatives of Bangladesh and thus bring about a stoppage of the 
further influx of refugees and the safe and early return, under credible 
guarantees, of the large numbers of refugees who have already crossed 
over into India. 

SHRI CHITTA BASU : First of all may I know this from the hon. 
Minister ? He is on record to say only on 22nd of June that supply of 
arms to military regime of Pakistan would be against a number of 
assurances given by the USA to India. May I know what are the specific 
assurances he has got in his mind and how far they have been violated 
by the supply of arms ? 

My second point which is very important is this. 1 think the hon. 
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Minister has been satisfied with the statement or the information which 
has been given by the US authorities. But, Sir, it appears to me nothing 
but hood-winking our Government with regard to the intention of the US 
authorities in connection with the arms supply to Pakistan. Sir, he has 
agreed in his statement that the supply of arms to Pakistan at this critical 
stage would natureally intensify the dive for genocide on the defenceless 
people of Bangladesh today. It would also squeeze out larger number of 
refugees from Bangladesh to come to India. It would also increase the 
belligerence of Pakistan and thereby pose a serious threat to our security 
and the integrity of our country. In view of this, does not the 
Government consider that this action of the USA in continuing to supply 
arms to Pakistan constitutes and unfriendly and on the part of the USA, a 
hostile act on their part, which is very harmful to the interests of India 
herself ? In this background has the Government the courage to say to 
the Government of the USA that these unfriendly and hostile activities 
of the USA would not be tolerated by the people of India and the 
Government of India and we are free to take action in the war we like ? 
May I know whether he is going to assure the House in than regard ? 

In his statement it is also said that the exposure which has been made 
is substantially correct, but would be kind enough to say how much 
army have so far been supplied to Pakistan even after the 25th of March 
when it was said by the USA that there has been an embargo placed on 
the supply of arms to Pakistan, because I have got in my possession 
information.... 

MR. CHAIRMAN ; You have put a number of questions. 

SHRI CHITTA BASU ; ...that Pakistan has been buying arms and 
spares in the USA since March which might have already been shipped 
to Pakistan not only on their ships, as has been pointed out here, but it 
has already been reported that the US Air Force alone had sold to 
Pakistan nearly 48 million worth of goods and the Navy has also 
supplied arms to Pakistan. Will he be kind enougn to let the House know 
and the country know what has been the total amount of arms supplied 
by the USA to Pakistan after the 25th of March when the army cracked 
down on Bangladesh with its military action ? 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : Sir, I would like to say that the House 
is no doubt aware of the history of the US supply of arms to Pakistan the 
embargo after the 1965 conflict, and the one-time exception. I will not 
repeat that because statements had been made at length on the floor of 
the House about those aspects, but after the military action in 
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Bangladesh, the US sopkesmen had said that further supply of arms to 
Pakistan was being stopped in view of the situation that had developed 
in East Pakistan, Bangladesh. When I say that this is against the 
assurance, we got the clear assurance from those statements and clear 
understanding that no further supplies would be made to Pakistan. 
Therefore, when these supplies have now materialised, they are against 
those assurances. 

About the second question, I would like to say that I am not satisfied 
with what they have said. I have only given for the information of the 
House and for the information of the county the statements that have 
been made to us by the US representatives. 

And we would not like to leave any impression that the Government 
is satisfied with the statements. We do continue to hold the view strongly 
that having made a statement it was their responsibility to ensure that 
there were no further supplies made by the United States authorities, 
whether they are the local people or whoever else, and we feel that, apart 
from being a negation of the assurance, this is also something which 
certainly we cannot accept as any satisfactory explanation. 

Now, when I have said that the statement is substantially correct, I 
have used the world 'substantially' to cover the point that the report that 
appeared in the American press, the New York Times, had mentioned 
whereas the planes the US authorities have said now that these ships did 
not carry the places. So, whereas the statement is correct that military 
equipment has gone, I have used the expression 'substantially correct' in 
order to show that the fact of the military equipment having been 
shipped from the United States to Pakistan is correct, although there is 
some discrepancy between the press report and what the official 
spokesmen of US have said. 

SHRICHITTA BASU : Sir, the main point was not answered whether 
the Government considered it a hostile or unfriendly act of the US 
Government towards the India Government and whether they would tell 
the American Government that we are not agreeble to this kind of action 
being taken by them and that we are free to take action in any way we 
like. That is the moot question which he has not agreed to reply. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH ; So far as our right to take any action 
that we like is concerned, we are not subject to any Government, either 
the US Government or any other Government, and I do not see why we 
suffer under this complex. Why should we suffer under this complex that 



we are to tell another country that we will take whatever action we like ? 
Of course, it is for us to decide as to what action we may like to tape or 
we may not like to take. About describing it as a hostile or an unfriendly 
act, these expressions have certain connotations in international life, and 
we have left the US authorities in no doubt about our disappointment on 
this attitude of theirs. 

SHRI N. G. GORAY (Maharashtra) : Sir, in this connection, two 
things stand out. One is that we must be really grateful to the newspaper 
people in the United States of America who have, no a series of 
occasions, been exposing the activities of their own Government. Sir, 
this was the latest when they told us for the first time that such ships 
were proceeding towards Karachi. I would like to know whether the 
Government has any independent source of authority or information to 
tell us how many ships like these are likely to sail and what sort of 
ammunition is being sent to Pakistan. Sir, just now the Foreign Minister 
said that tlie moveroment of the United States of America as stated that 
there are no claims on these ships. But the New York Times 
correspondent has very specifically stated that there are some claims. 
Now, I would like to know whether there is any independent source 
which could verify whether the statement made by the US authorities is 
correct or whether what the correspondent of the New Yourk Times 
stated is correct. The planes might be dismantled and they can be shown 
as spare parts and they can again be ressembled on arriving at Karachi. 
That is quite possible. 

The other thing is that they have expressed their dissatisfaction, etc., 
etc. Sir, after the Foreign Minsiter undertook this strenuous tour, a whole 
belloon of hopes and satisfaction was crrated. The Government of the 
US has timed the whole thing in such a way that the balloon was simply 
pricked and the whole thing has gone off. 

And we now find that while the U.S.A. is giving us all sorts of 
assurance, in practice it is betraying us. Therefore, Sir, I would like to 
know whether this note which they have sent saying "dissatisfied" etc. is 
enough. 

SHRI ARJUN ARORA (Uttar Pradesh) ; America is giving 
assurances to India and arm to Pakistan.... 

MR. CHAIRMAN : No, please, I shall call you. 

SHRI N. G. GORAY : ...Whether the Government will have the 
courage to tell them that these arms.... 

MR. CHAIRMAN : Please, let us not waste the time of the House. 



SHRIARJUN ARORA : It is the time of the House. 

SHRI N. G. GORAY : ...which are despatched to Pakistan, it will be 
perfectly within our right to stop these arms from reaching Bangladesh ? 
Will you intercept them on the high seas in the Bay of Bengal and see to 
it that they do not reach the shores of Bangladesh ? Will you make it 
explicit to the Government of the U.S.A. that we shall see to it that these 
arms do not reach the Yahya Government ? 

SHRI S. D. MISRA (Uttar Pradesh) : It they had that courage they 
would have recognised the Bangladesh Government much earlier. No 
guts. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : About the question whether we have 
any independent source to come to the conclusion as to whether the 
U.S.A. Government's statement is correct or the New York Times report 
is correct 1 must say that we have no other independent source which 
could either confirm the one or the other because this is a matter... 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA (West Bengal) : You have an Embassy 
there. They do not seem to know anything. Then why are you spending 
money over these Embassies ? 

SHRI A. P. CHATTERJEE (West Bengla) : They simply know how 
to dance. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : That is a separate matter. When there 
is no independent source, I cannot say that there is an independent 
source. For any country to say that any country can find out what is 
contained in a ship which is sailing or what is contained in the various 
crates is asking for too much. That is not possible. 

Now, Sir, about the other question, I agree with the suggestion made 
by him... 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : What is your Ambassador doing there ? 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH ; What independent source can he think 
of in order to see what is contained in the crate ? This is not the function 
of the Ambassador. 

SHRI A. P. CHATTERJEE : They spend their time only in cocktails 
and dances. 

SHRI ARJUN ARORA ; He is advising the Government of India to 
devalue the Rupee. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH ; Their object is not to indulge in any 
espionage activity. 
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SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : It is very important because our Embassy 
there is very expensive and we are receiving letters from the Embassy 
officials saying what kind of things go on there. 
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SHRI A. G. KULKARNI (Maharashtra) ; On a point of order. We 
have a legitimate point of order. We must be heard. How can you dispose 
of like this ? The demand made by the Opposition is legitimate. The 
Minister says that the foreign Embassies are not spying. He said we have 
not got independent source. Is it not the legitimate duty of an Embassy to 
have an independent wing to find out what, is happening in the interest of 
our country ? 

How are you. Sir, allowing the Minister to get away with the 
statement that he has no other independent source ? This is a rightful 
demand by the Opposition and I also think that the Government must 
come out with a statement as to what information they possess what their 
intelligence source is and so on. How even you say that the Minister can 
run away with such a reply ? 



MR. CHAIRMAN : Please sit down. Mr. Minister. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : I think there is some confusion and I 
would like to clarify. 

SHRI AKBAR ALI KHAN (Andhra Pradesh) ; Sir, I would submit 
that even if any embassy has got espionage, it is not their duty to expose 
it and tell it in the House. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS ; No, no. 

( Interruptions) 

SHRI A. G. KULKARNI: It is the duty of the Government to satify 
us. How can you say like that ? A shipload of arms are going and you 
are pleading that he should not give information. 

(Interruptions) 

SHRI SYED AHMED (Madhya Pradesh); Sir, may I say a word ? 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA ; We are not getting any report Because 
Mr. L. K, Jha, the Admbassador, is one of the greatest pro-Americans.,.. 

(Interruptions) 

SHRI SYED AHMED : Sir, if the New York Times had not revealed 
this information about shipment of arms, had the Minister any other 
means of knowing about it ? 

MR. CHAIRMAN ; Please sit down. Mr. Minister. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : Sir, what is your ruling ? 

MR. CHAIRMAN : Please allow the Minister to speak. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA ; Sir, why are you getting angry 7 It is a 
very relevant question as to what our Embassy is doing. (Iterruptions). If 
we are not getting information, is it because you have got an American 
stooge as our Ambassador ? He had made a mess of things here. 

(Interruptions) 

SHRI A. G. KULKARNI; Sir, it is your duty to ask the Minister... 

MR. CHAIRMAN : Have I not asked him to speak ? 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : The Ambassador should be recalled. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : Sir, I am unable to understand this 
excitement. The question is simple. If you look up the record. Sir, and if 
the House is patient, this limited question was asked of me, namely, 
whether I have independent method of checking as to which of the two 
reports-New Yourk Times report that there are planes on the ships, as 



against the official spokesmen's statement that there are no planes—is 
correct. And I have made a factual statement saying that when the ship 
has been loaded and it is on the high seas, I have no independent means 
of checking as to whether the New York Times report is correct... 

SHRIC. D. PANDE : (Uttar Pradesh): On a point of order. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : ..or the other report is correct. 

SHRI ARJUN ARORA : On a point of order. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : Will you not permit me to finish ? This 
is unfair. I do not give in. 

MR. CHAIRMAN : Mr. Arora, let the Minister finish. Then if there is 
anything, I will hear you. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : Then, on this general question as to 
what type of work our Ambassador or Embassy should do and what type 
of work they should not do, on that also there are certain international 
conventions, and strongly reject as absolutely unfounded the remark 
made by the Communist leader calling our Ambassador a stooge of 
America. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA ; Absolutely. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH ; Absolutely incorrect and unjustified. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : We know it for a fact. (Interruptions). 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : It is my duty to defend our 
Ambassador. The remark is absolutely unjustified and I will not accept 
it. 

SHRI C. D. PANDE : On a point of order. Sir. 

MR. CHAIRMAN : Let him conclude. I have asked Mr. Arjun Arora 
also to sit down. 

SHRI C. D. PANDE : No, no. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH; I have not finished. I do not give in. 

(Interruptions) 

SHRI C. D. PANDE : Point of order. Sir. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: A point of order must relate to the procedure. 

SHRI C. D. PANDE: Yes. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: What is the procedure involved ? 

SHRI C. p. PANDE : Sir, the Minister made a statement which 
undermines the entire foundation of the intelligence department. He said 
that there is no independent source of knowing... 



MR. CHAIRMAN : He has explained it. 

(Interruptions) 

SHRI C. D. PANDE : We are spending crores of money on the 
Embassy and the Minister says that the Government has no means of 
knowing... 

MR. CHAIRMAN : This is no point of order. I over rule this point of 
order. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : About the Embassy's functioning, let 
us consider this question calmly.... 

SHRI C. D. PANDE : We have secret sources of information. We are 
spending so much of money on these sources, and the Minister says he 
has no sources of information. 

MR. CHAIRMAN : There is no point of order in this. 

SHRI M. K. MOHTA (Rajasthan): Sir, on a point of order... 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : According to the well-established 
conventions.... 

SHRI C. D. PANDE : Sir, The Minister Has no right to say he has no 
source of information. 

SHRI M. K. MOHTA : On a point of order... 

MR. CHAIRMAN : I over ruled the point of order. 

SHRI M. K. MOHTA : Sir, I have not even submitted my point of 
order to you. 

MR. CHAIRMAN : But I have not called you also. (Interruptions) If 
you all want to prolong these unnecessary points of order the business 
cannot go on. Please sit down, Mr. Mohta. 

SHRI M. K. MOHTA : I have not even made by submission. How 
can you say 'No' ? 

MR. CHAIRMAN ; The I will have to call everybody. These are not 
points of order, one of them. 

SHRI M. K. MOHTA : My point of order is this... 

MR. CHAIRMAN : No, Mr. Mohta, please sit down. 

SHRI M. K. MOHTA : Sir, am I not entitled to my point of order ? 
What is this ? 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Please sit down. 
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SHRl M. K. MOHTA : My point of order is this. The honourable 
Minister is stating something which he does not... 

MR. CHAIRMAN : No, no, Mr. Mohta, this is no point of order. 
Please sit down. 

SHRI M. K. MOHTA ; Let me make my submission. The House is 
interested in getting the information. We want to know what the 
information of the Government of India on its own is. 

MR. CHAIRMAN ; This is no point of order. 

SHRI M. K. MOHTA ; What is the use of stating what is printed in 
the New York Times ? The House is not interested in second-hand 
information... 

SHRI ARJUN ARORA : At least in the House Mr. Mohta and I are 
equal. Outside I and Mr. Mohta are unequal in the eyes of the income tax 
authorities. Sir, my point of order is this, the Minister is misleading the 
House when he says that the ships are on the high seas, because Senator 
Church of the United States has pointed out that the ships are going to 
call at another U.S. port and has suggested that the arms could be of 
loaded when the ships call at another U. S. port or even when the ships 
call at Montreal in Canada. And the Minister says they are on the high 
seas, so nothing can be done. Is he entitled to mislead the House ? 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : Even if they have to touch another 
port, they will pass through the high seas. All that I am saying is they are 
on the high seas and I do not think electronic and other things can be 
arranged in such a way that you can look at what is contained in the 
cases. 

SHRI NIREN GHOSH (West Bengal) : The ships pulled away from 
the pier after the publication of this report. How can you say they are on 
the high seas ? They are in the harbour. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : If they are pulled away from the pier, 
they go into the high seas after three days or so. 1 think by just 
questioning on matters of procedure, on matters of machines, we are 
missing the essential points. I am one with the House and we are 
registering our protest against this violation for which the United States 
Government responsible. 

SHRI A. G. KULKARNI: What about this ? 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : And about action this is one way of 
action if we can present our disapproval in a united form. This is on 
fcMm of action. But if we fritter away our energies and quibble for words, 
I am sorry that we are missing the essential points. The essential point is 
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in a united manner to register our strong disapproval of their action. This 
is the main point... 

SHRIBHUPESH GUPTA : Under your timid leadership. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : Then on the last question that has been 
asked I would not like to say at the present stage as to whether India 
would take any action by way of interception of these ships. I would not 
like to make any statement at this stage with regard to this. 

SHRI N. G. GORAY ; I would like to ask only one thing... 

MR. CHAIRMAN : Is there anything unanswered ? 

SHRI N. G. GORAY : My main point is missed. Supposing you think 
that the stage is not reached when you can tell the USA that you will 
intercept the ship, will you at least reserve your right to do that before 
the arms reach Bangladesh ? 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : I have already mentioned in this 
statement that we have asked the United States Government itself even 
at this stage to ensure that they themselves intercept these ships and 
recall them and do not permit these supplies to Pakistan. 

SHRI N. G. GORAY : If they do not do it, will you do it ? Sir you 
must protect us... 

MR. CHAIRMAN : Shri Krishna Kant. 

SHRI KRISHNA KANT (Haryana) : Sir, it is a very interesting 
situation. The Special Assistant to the Secretary of State was here 
yesterday and the press report says that he told our Ministry and officials 
that the reports about two ships coming are wrong and the State 
Department says that there is something in it. This is how the American 
Government functions. Not only that, can we rely on Government of the 
United States of America, when Senator Church says that the 
Government says something and later on gomething else happens. 
Senator Kennedy says that the Government is indulging in doubts talks, 
duplicity and they are behaving... (Interruptions). Sir, the New York 
Times says that it is a government which has committed breach of faith 
to the people of America, the Senate, the Congress and friendly 
countries. We are grateful to the New York Times for bringing out the 
whole thing. We know that the people of America, the press in America 
and the journalists of America are not with Pentagon. Can you rely on 
this military junta of Pentagon in the United States of America which is 
indulging in duplicity, double talk and betrayal of India ? Have you told 
them clearly : "The arm you are giving to P^stan are to be used against 
us. They are friends of China. They are friendly with Russia. They are 
not going to fight Afghanistan with these arms. They are meant to be 



used against India." Have you told America clearly that any arms aid, 
direct or indirect-direct by themselves and indirect through CENTO and 
SEATO—will be used for abeting and aiding not only in their activities 
in Bangladesh, but against India as a whole and therefore such arms aid 
will be considered as a war-like act done by America and we are free to 
take any action in this matter ? I would like to know this. 

What the American government has done is deliberate because they 
do not want the balance of power in Asia to be titled and they do not 
want India to grow. They want bases in Asia. That is why they are doing 
it. I would like to know whether the Government of India is convinced 
that the United States of America is giving arms aid to Pakistan 
deliberately knowing that it is in the interests of Pentagon and not in any 
way in the interests of democracy, freedom and other things. Shri 
Sadruddin in speaking in the same language. United Nations is speaking 
the same language. The United States is speaking the same language. 
Therefore, it is a conspiracy of Pakistan, United Nations, United States, 
Britain and all the western powers. In the present situation, I would like 
to know on thing. When this arms aid is going to Bangladesh, why is the 
Government hesitating to impose a blockade—naval and air blockade 
round Bangladesh- so that no military aid reaches Bangladesh ? I want 
to know from the government why they have not done it up till now ? 
The Minister said that they would consider it. May I know from the 
government another thing in this connection ? On the 25th March there 
were only two divisions in Bangladesh. Now there are five divisions. 
How were these three divisions transported from West Pakistan to 
Bangladesh ? Were any big powers helping Pakistan in the movement of 
these troops and arms ? Have they any information ? If that information 
is not there, let us know how they were shipped. What steps are being 
taken to see that more shipments do not take place ? 

MR. CHAIRMAN : All right. Yes, Mr. Minister. (Interruptions) 

Please wait. 1 am allowing everybody. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : Sir, the question that was asked is 
whether our attitude with regard to the US supply of arms to Pakistan 
has been expressly and clearly conveyed to the US Government. My 
reply is in that affirmative. We have been telling the US Government in 
unmistakable terms that any supply of arms by the United States to 
Pakistan will increase the military strength of Pakistan and even 
according to Pakistan, India is their only enemy as they describe India 
and therefore, any help to Pakistan is something to which we are totally 




opposed, because this help is directly to be used against us. So, we have 
not left the United States Government in any doubt and more so. Sir, 
when any supply of arms at the present stage after the military regime's 
atrocities in Bangladesh, is a clear condonation of the atrocious acts 
perpetrated by the military regime and also this amounts to creating 
conditions in which the agony of the people fighting for their rights is 
prolonged. Therefore, Sir, we have clearly expressed our view point to 
the Government of the United States. 

SHRI JOACHIM ALVA (Maharashtra) : Sir, in 1965, the US did 
not send any shipments to Pakistan. Sir, it is an important point. The 
United States, in 1865, stopped shipments to Pakistan. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH ; Then, Sir, the last two questions that 
the hon. Member is putting as to whether we should undertake naval 
blockade and try to stop the movement of either trops or movement of 
equipment from West Pakistan to East Pakistan are certainly not 
questions which arise out of the US supply of arms to Pakistan. That is a 
general question. 

(Interruptions) 

SHRI KRISHAN KANT : Sir, on a point of order. 

(Interruptions) 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH ; Sir, that is a general question. 

(Interruption)....Sir, that is a general question which I do not want to 
answer while answering these questions. 

SHRI KRISHNA KANT : Sir, on a point of order. According to the 
"New York Times" report, one ship started on the 8th May and reached 
Karachi yesterday and that ship, loaded with arms, is going to 
Bangladesh. That is a very relevant question. 

MR. CHAIRMAN : He was referring to the qeustions which you put, 
namely.... 

(Interruptions) 

SHRI KRISHNA KANT ; Yes, Sir. 

MR. CHAIRMAN ; ....that transort of these army personnel from. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH: From West Pakistan to East Pakistan. 

MR. CHAIRMAN : ...from West Pakistan to East Pakistan did or did 
not take place. 


(Interruptions) 





SHRI KRISHNA KANT : Sir, before that I asked another question. 
The shipment that has reached Pakistan yesterday is going to be sent to 
Bangladesh. So, Sir, the hon. Minister is not replying to the question. 
Earlier troops and equipment went to Bangladesh from West Pakistan. 
How did they reach there ? Have they any information on whether any 
world powers are helping them ? 

MR. CHAIRMAN: No, that does not arise. 

SHRI KRISHNA KANT: Sir, that is a very relevant qeuestion. 

(Interruptions) 

MR. CHAIRMAN: No. 

SHRI KRISHAN KANT : Sir, the Minister for Foreing Affairs should 
know. 

(Interruptions) 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Yes, Mr. Minister. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : So, far as the question of any help 
being given by the Big Powers to enable Pakistan to move either their 
army or other equipment to East Pakistan, accordung to our information, 
on such help had been given by any of the Big Powers in the matter of 
enabling Pakistan to move either their Army or their Air Force. 

(Interruptions) 

SHRI C. D. PANDE : Not even Chine ? 

MR. CHAIRMAN : He cannot answer like this. Mr. Pande, you go 
your seat. 

SHRI A. D. MANI: Sir, he is sitting here. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : Sir, if the American action is not an 
instigation to Pakistan to start a war against India. I do not know what it 
is. American arms are going. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Please sit down. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : Still he says that no world power is 
helping. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : That is a separate issue. The question 
that was asked....(/n/errMpiron5)....The question that was asked. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Please sit down, Mr. Bhupesh Gupta. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH: The question that was asked is whether 



any of these Big Powers have given any help to Pakistan in the matter of 
transportation of their equipment or men from West to East. 

I cannot say about China. The Chinese have been giving all manner 
of help and equipment, but not in this matter, transport, so much. But 
there is no doubt that the Chinese have been giving all types of 
equipment.... 

(Interruptions) 

MR. CHAIRMAN : Mr. Pande, you are not the Minister. Let the 
Minister answer.... 

(Interruptions) 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH: This is the answer to the last question. 
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SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : I have nothing more to answer. This is 
the expression used by the international community. 

(Interruptions) 
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SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : Sir, I have a submission. Kindly give 
your ruling that wherever the expression 'East Pakistan' is used it should 
be expunged from the proceedings or that the proceedings shall never be 



disgraced by the words ’East Pakistan'. A standing ruling should be 
there. Wherever the words 'East Pakistan' are used, they shall be 
expunged and substituted by the expression 'Bangladesh'. 
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SHRI KRISHNA KANT : My point of order was this. The hon. 
Minister in his reply had said that they had asked the American 
Government to see that these shiploads do not reach Pakistan. Supposing 
the Government of American does not do that, I had asked the question, 
how will the Government see that those shiploads do not reach East 
Pakistan or Bangladesh. That is my simple question. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : I would not like to answer as to what 
will be done under those circumstances. I would not like to say anything 
at this stage. I have already replied to that question. 

MR. CHAIRMAN : Have you anything to say about using the words 
"Bangladesh"? 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : I do not know. Sir, if in my absence 
any other decision was taken. But when I attended the session on the last 
occasion about a fortnight ago, I did not know of any particular direction 
in this respect. And I would like to study the record to find out as to how 
binding is that and I must be quite frank and say that, while talking to 
other countries, I cannot see how I should be prevented from talking in a 
language which alone is understood by others. So I would like to study 
that. I have noCtaken a final view and I would like to understand what 
has been the direction of the Chair in this regard. 



SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : You can easily say that before 25th 
March it was East Pakistan and from 25th March it is Bangladesh. 

SHRI A. G. KULKARNI : He should express it in the language of 
Parliament. He should refer to it as Bangladesh only. 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA (Orissa) : You can kindly repeat your 
direction for the information of the hon. Minister. 

MR. CHAIRMAN ; The Deputy Chairman probably gave the 
direction. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : I have already said that I will study 
what has been the direction. 

SHRI RAJNARAIN : What is there to study ? 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : I am accustomed to studying. 

SHRI RAJNARAIN : The words "Bangladesh" have been used in 
your statement itself. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA ; Nothing is there to be studied. The Prime 
Minister has been using the words "Bangladesh" frequently now. The 
Defence Minister has been using the same words. In Parliament we are 
using the words "Bangladesh". This is our language. It has a political 
connotation; it has a moral connotation. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH ; The same words have been used in 
several other replies, as you pointed out, but I would like to study what 
transpired when I was away and I will certainly abide by whatever 
convention was adopted. 

MR. CHAIRMAN : I hope, Mr. Minister, you will take note of the 
wishes of the House. Now Mr. Mohta. 

SHRI M. K. MOHTA : Sir, the hon. Minister has said that the 
Government of the USA is hiding behind technicalities when the US 
Government says that no new authorisation has been permitted after the 
25th of March. Sir, I accuse the Government of India also of hiding 
behind technicalities and playing with the lives of the millions of 
refugees coming from Bangladesh into West Bengal, Assam and other 
border States of India. This House is entitled to know what are the 
reasons why the Government of India would not take steps to intercept 
the arms supplies to Pakistan which are going to be used against the 
unarmed people of Bangladesh and also against the people of India. This 
House is entitled to know the reasons that the Government has in mind. 
Secondly, Sir, I would like to ask the hon. Minister whether it is not a 



fact that among the shipments from the USA are included the 
components required by Pakistan to covert their civil planes also into 
military planes to be used against Bangladesh, whether it is a fact or not, 
and if it is a fact, whether the Government of India has protested to the 
US Government against this. Lastly, I would like to know which are the 
countries that have given arms aid to Pakistan since the conflict in 
Bangladesh and what is the quantum of such arms. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : With regard to the first question, this 
really depends on the manner in which you deal with this problem Let us 
be quite clear when we are suggesting these actions like intercepting the 
movement of supplies of ships. Then these are obvious steps that are 
taken when the conflict between the two countries is on the point of 
escalation. That would be a deliberate step rather than in this manner 
casually saying 'you do this or that'. One should carefully weigh as to 
what will such an action lead to and whether you want to propose to take 
that action. It will not be wise to make such suggestions in isolation. One 
has to take a co-ordinated view and a view of what it leads to and it is 
only after a deliberate decision is taken that you can take these isolated 
individual steps. On the second question he said that if the spare parts for 
civilian planes are there, then they can also be used for military 
purposes. Yes, they can be. Therefore, any accrual of any economic aid 
to Pakistan when they are engaged in this bloody action and these 
atrocities against a people, is something to which we are totally opposed 
and we have made our position quite clear to the US and to all other 
countries, whether it is spare parts for civilian aircraft or in fact any 
economic aid of any type at the present moment given to Pakistan has 
the effect of condoning the military atrocites that are being committed by 
the military regime. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : It is abetment. Is condoning the proper 
word ? Somebody is killing, I am giving arms. Is it condoning or helping 
the murder or abetting the murder ? 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH ; I agree his English is more forceful 
and more expressive, there is no doubt. This was only one expression. I 
have also said that it increases the potential of the military regime and 
enables them to carry on their ruthlessness with even greater ferocity— 
that is another wprd for abetment. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : Use that. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH: I have used that. 





SHRl BHUPESH GUPTA : I can supply better language sitting here. 

SHRIARJUN ARORA : Mr. Gupta was in Britain. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH ; Therefore we always accept his 
amendment on words. About the arms aid given by other countries to 
Pakistan after their Bangla Desh situation developed, according to our 
information, besides these pieces equipment that have been shipped from 
the US, China appears to be the only other country that has given 
military aid to Pakistan. 

SHRI A. D. MANI (Madhya Pradesh) : May I ask the Minister 
whether in view of the fact that the State Department has been 
completely exposed by the New York Times in regard to its disclosures 
about the US involvement in Vietnam, there is no ground whatever in 
our having any credibility in the statements of the US Government ? 
May I ask whether in view of the widespread dissatisfactory in the 
country over the Government's policy, the Government would at least 
raise this matter formally in the Security Council to prevent other 
countries from extending military supplies to Pakistan. We have done it 
in the case of Rhodesia but not in the case of our own brethren across the 
border. Why should the Government drag a lame foot in raising this 
before the Security Council ? A question was raised about our Embassy 
in New York. The Minister knows that we have a delegation at 3, E-64 
which is in the Consul General's office. May I know whether after the 
Bangladesh trouble broke out he has strengthened the staff of the Consul 
General or whether there is any Military Attache attached to the Consul 
General to keep a watch on what is going on ? The Consul General is in 
3, E-64 and you know about it Sir. 
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May I know whether this office has been strengthened to find out 
what is happening in the United States regarding the efforts made by 
Pakistan to get arms supplies from that country ? Thirdly, may I draw the 
attention of the Minister to a broadcast last night of 'Spoltight' over the 
All India Radio where it is alleged—some Members told me—that 
some-body was putting forward the point of view of the State 
Department, which is certainly involved in this matter, that the 
administrative machinery of the United States is of such a character that 
these things happen ? Why should our Government become the 
apologists of the US State Department ? May I ask him whether these 
broadcasts are cleared by the External Affiars Ministry or put up by the I 
and B Ministry themselves on their own initiative ? 



SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : 1 know, Sir, that the New York Times 
has also exposed certain volumes which have come into their possession 
relating to their activities in Vietnam and that is a matter of great interest 
and debate at the present moment in the United States. In fact, the matter 
is before the United States courts. The New York Times, I think is doing 
excellent work throwing open to the public some of those things which 
have remained hidden so far. Now, Sir, regarding his second question on 
the supply of arms, whether his matter could be raised in the Security 
Council, this is a matter which requires very careful consideration. I will 
be quite frank with you. Our experience of the Security Council has not 
been very happy. There is a great deal of preliminary thinking and 
preliminary sounding and in the Security Council there might be strong 
speeches and counter-speeches equally strong. The effectiveness of the 
Security Council to do anything substantial unfortunately does not at the 
present moment enjoy any high reputation. His third question is a 
suggestion that there should be a Military attache in the Consul- 
General's Office in New York. I cannot say oil-hand whether this is 
feasible or practical or whether there will be any use of it. About the All 
India Radio's broadcast, I have not heard it and I cannot make any 
comment on it, but, as you know, there is no arrangement for clearing 
any statements by the External Affairs Ministry. There are some press 
people, some non-officials also and there are some important speakers 
who want to retain their right even not to get their statement cleared. I 
cannot make any comment because I do not know the content of that 
AIR broadcast. It could not be an official broadcast. It might be the 
comment of some press person or some political thinker or somebody 
else. He must have been a non-official. 

Now Sir, as the House is no doubt aware, I have to answer a Call 
Attention Motion in the other House. 

SHRIBHUPESH GUPTA : On a point of order..... 

HON. MEMBERS: No, no. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : The past when Lok Sabha discussed such 
motions we waited till two o'clock. I think Lok Sabha can wait till we 
have finished this. In the middle of it he should not go away. This is very 
wrong and improper, putting this House absolutely in a second category 
in this matter. Therefore, as we have followed, I hope my hon. friends in 
the Lok Sabha may not mind it. When the Minister had been there we 
had waited till* he came here, although the motion was given 
simultaneously. Under your instructions, he will go there only after we 
finish this business here. 




'b'bbr 


MR. CHAIRMAN : All right. Mr. Muniswamy. 

SHRI N. R. MUNISWAMY (Tamil Nadu) : Sir, we all thought that 
our External Affairs Minister has landed in India in a victorious way. But 
unfortunately as he landed in India the unwelcome news disclosed by the 
New York Times has upset our equilibrium in giving encomiums and 
congratulations to him. I would like to know whether during his saty in 
America this fact of two freighters going to Karachi with military items 
has been brought to his notice. If that was not brought to his notice 
wheteher directly or indirectly what explanation he is going to offer as 
regards' their word and deed so far in dealing with him ? 

The second question is Pakistan is a member of SEATO and CENTO 
with other countries and probably is a member of NATO. They are 
getting all sorts of aid both economic and military, but we seem to suffer 
from a lot of disabilities. I thank it is better in this context to revise our 
non-alingment policy, in the context of the present changing situation. 

The third question is, he has created a very good impression in all 
those countries where he had gone in explaining our stand and attitude in 
respect of Bangladesh. Now Mr. Bhutto has started going to all those 
countries to counterblast all the good impressions created by the 
Extarnal Affairs Minister. 1 want to know whether he would see to it that 
whatever impression he had created is not spoiled by this. 

So far as America is concerned the administration of the State 
Department is full of technicalites, and the Defence Department carries 
on its own things merrily in supplying military arms, and the White 
House seems to support it. These three wings are not working in a co¬ 
ordinated way. I wish to know whether there is any differency of opinion 
among these three wings of the administration, whether the pentagon is 
in favour of Pakistan and the White House also is supporting it. I would 
like to know in this connection whether he would see that the impression 
created in the U.S.A. is maintained and also that these military items 
which are sent in two freighters, not only aircraft but several other lethal 
weapons, are intercepted and recalled to Amercia. 

The last and final question is whether we would take adequate steps 
to meet any contingency in case of war. Are we prepared to meet this 
contingency ? 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : Sir, about the first question I have 
nothing more to add except to say that the action has to be inline with 
whatever are the assurances, and our strongest objection is that this 
action is not in accordance with the statements and assurances. 



In the second question he makes a suggestion that we should revise 
our policy of non-^ignment. I do not think that while dealing with only 
a calling attention notice you can go substantively into a long discussion 
or really discuss in depth about the efficacy of the present policy and if it 
requires any revision, if so, to what extent and for what reason; that is a 
bigger issue which cannot be dealt with obviously in this short calling 
attention notice. 

Then the third question he has asked is that Mr. Bhutto is planning 
visits. He is most welcome to go. It is for us to put across our view¬ 
point, and if they have anything to tell, they are also entitled to put 
across their viewpoint. It is just in the international life one has to take 
the hard facts of life and try to do one's best. I have no means of 
ensuring that the effect or anything that is created by my visit is not 
spoiled. It is beyond me. I will be making a very tall claim if I were to 
give any impression to the country. But I have no doubt that there is at 
the present moment, whatever may be our own doubts, a great deal of 
understanding of the vital issues involved in Bangladesh, and I think that 
there is much greater support for our viewpoint than what meets the eye. 
Then the fourth question that he has asked is as to whether the different 
wings of the US Administration function differently. That is a matter of 
their internal functioning. We are concerned with the end-result. We are 
at the wrong end and therefore it is not our concern to be satisfied that 
one wing is working or is not working in cooperation with the other 
wings. And if anything that is prejudicial to our interest takes place, we 
cannot take any satisfaction from this thought that all their wings are not 
working in a coordinated manner. It is their concern and it is their 
responsibility that if they give us any assurance or they make any 
statement, then they have to control all their wings to ensure that such as 
assurance is implemented and not permitted to be whittled away. 

Then the last is a general question as to what steps if any, are taken 
to meet any situation of a war-like nature. My colleague, the Defence 
Minister, is here, and he has assured the House on several occasions that 
if our integrity and soverignty are in any way threatened, we will give a 
befitting reply. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : Sir, the hon. Minister said that he would 
take language from me. But he does not suffer on account of lack of 
language. He has enough strength in this respect. But he and his 
Government in this matter, when it comes to the Americans suffer from 
lack of courage, lack of resolution and lack of decision. 

Sir, when the hon. Minister arrived at the Palam Airport from his 



recent tour, he was confronted by the newspapermen and they invited his 
attention to what appeared in the New York Times. He said, according to 
the times of India. 

'T cannot accept the correctness of the report. I got a clear assurance 
that to US arms will be given to Pakistan." 

I do not know whether the Times of India has quoted him correctly. 
But he seems to have some illusion, even after arriving here after going 
through all this process, whether the Americans would observe their 
assurance. I am surprised that so easily he makes such a statement. Is it 
not a fact that even at the time of India. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : You read out the remaining part of my 
statement. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : I will read out—only two sentences are 
there: 

"I got a clear assurance that no US arms will be given to Pakistan." 
You used the words 'clear assurance.' The other sentence is ; 

"I cannot accepot the correctness of the report." 

What makes you think that the New York Times has not reported 
correctly in such a matter when the experience shows that on several 
such occasions the New York Times report has been found to be 
correct'? I would like to know. You will say what you wish to say. 

New, is he aware that even at the time of the Indo-Pak war in 1'965 
the US declared an embargo on arms sale and supply to Pakistan and yet 
the supplies continued ? Now we find, according to the International 
Herald Tribune, that the US State Department spokesman Robert 
McCloskey has said that since 1966-67 the sale of military items to 
Pakistan had been running just under ten million dollars annually. Now 
the New York Times has disclosed that between 1967 and April 30, 
1970, the flow of military equipment to Pakistan amounted to nearly 42 
million dollars. All these facts were known to you, should have been 
known to your Ambassador also. What is he doing ? I should like to 
know. In this connection what policy decision is the Government 
taking ? Does he not consider that this is a clear criminal abetment by 
the US of the genocide perpetrated in Bangladesh by Yahya Khan to 
suppress the 75 million people, to drown their aspirations in a sea of 
blood ? If this is an abetment—we think it is an abetment—he should 
tell the world, talk to the other countries, that America is guilty of 
violation of the UN Charter, the UN Human Rights Charter and other 
international conventions and commitments in so directly and openly 




abetting a crime like the genocide that is being perpetrated there. This is 
number one. Does he recognise, in addition, that this arm supply today is 
a provocation against India and indeed in instigation to Pakistan to 
prepare for war against India, that with the arms supply coming to 
Pakistan from the USA tension on the border is mounting, that the West 
Pakistan troops are mounting up military provocation which indicates 
that they may even do something worse. Since our national interests are 
involved, this arms supply to West Pakistan by the USA should be taken 
as not only an attack on the freedom loving people of Bangladesh but a 
hostile military action and military preparation against the security and 
peace of our own country. If that is so, we are certainly entitled to call 
the attention of the World and take such action, including not only 
political but other actions also, to prevent this thing from materialising. 
Sir, there is no indication at all. He will say the Defence Minister is 
sitting by his side. 

MR. CHAIRMAN : Please put your question. 

SHRl BHUPESH GUPTA : His answer would be that the Defence 
Minister is sitting by his side to answer the question. When the 
Americans are arming the Yahya regime,, the West Pakistan troops 
against our country apart from the people of Bangladesh, what steps are 
you going to take to forestall a situation of this kind ? I think our answer 
should be recongition of Bangladesh, open assistance to Bangladesh 
including military assistance, supply of all types of weapons that are 
required in order to meet the situation and to interecpt the ships on the 
high seas. Bangladesh certainly is entitled to do so. Where are they 
going to get the weapons from where are they going to get aircraft 
from ? That should be thought over seriously. In this connection nothing 
of the kind is being done. And we should take certain other actions also. 
We should declare on the poor of the house that we should consider the 
American action as being aimed against India, against our security, our 
independence, our people, and therefore, we consdier this whole action 
to be hostile to our country. Take action against American business 
interests. Nationalise the American oil concerns. Seize some of their 
properties here and then they will understand your language, not the 
present language of Sardar Swaran Singh. Recall your Admbassador Mr. 
L. K. Jha... 

MR. CHAIRMAN : That is enough. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : The India Embassy in the United States 
of America has failed in its duty. We are spending lots of mony over this 
Embassy The wives of the officials there indulge in black-marketing 



and all kinds of things. Mr. L. K. Jha is well known for his sympathy for 
the Americans. I know from some of the Cabinet Ministers in the past 
Government how Mr. L. K. Jha functioned the Prime Minister's 
Secretariat or in the Reserve Bank of India. Such a man is eminently 
misfit for the job. Replies made by a person, by a political figure who 
really shares the sentiments of the nation, who has got a different 
background. I should therefore, like to know what decision is the 
Government of India going to take. I feel a Parliamentary Commission 
of good type of people is needed to go into the functioning of the 
External Affairs Ministry. It has not yet come out of the cobwebs of 
American influence there. Whenever the question of America comes 
they use such a language. They should speak a proper language. 
Therefore, I demand a change in policy towards the Americans in 
conformity with the reality of the situation and with the situation which 
the Americans are creating. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH ; Sir, it is very difficult to answer 
because no questions as such have been posed. He has expressed in a 
very strong manner his own views as to how we should deal with the 
situation, and perhaps a country—speech will not be very welcome to 
the House. So, I will, at any rate refrain from doing so. I would, 
however, like to make very brief comments on some of the points that he 
has raised. 

The first point that he raised was that he had noted my statement as 
reported in the press on my arrival at Palam. Now, I was shown this on 
arrival that a news item has come and this is what is reported in the New 
York Times. And I said quite clearly that I would have to check the 
conrectness of this report and if this report is correct, then it is contrary 
to all assurances given to us. So I made the position abso-lulely clear 
even at that stage. I was hoping that Mr, Bhupesh Gupta would refer to 
that operative part. Now something is shown to me just on the spot. I 
cannot proceed on the basis that all that is reported is correct. But even 
then I said that if this turns out to be correct, it is contrary to all 
assurances I do not see what objection can be there to this attitude of 
mine. 

The next point that he has mentioned is the effect of the U.S. supply 
of arms on the situation in Pakistan, the effect that it has on Bangladesh. 
Now, I agree with him that any accrual of military strength to Pddstan, 
from whatever sources it may be, is to-day directly opposed to the 
interests of the people of Bangladesh, and as such, this is the main 
r^son why we have been pressing all the countries... 





SHRIBHUPESH GUPTA : No, no, it is an international crime. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH; Please, I have not finished. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : You use the words, "abetment of an 
international crime—genocide". 

MR. CHAIRMAN : Please sit down. You cannot prescribe the 
language to him. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : As to what are the appropriate 
expressions for what is happening there, I myself have used this word 
"genocide" in places more than one. And there are even stronger words 
that can be used for this. But it is not the words; I think everybody in the 
country now knows and everybody abroad knows that the situation there 
Bangladesh is such in which the military repression that has been 
unleashed has created untold miseries to innocent people and, therefore, 
there is a great deal of sympathy for the sufferings of these people. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : Sir, you should have noted that even now 
he would not use the word "genocide." 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH ; Even now I will prefer my own 
language. I am not prepared to accept that I should repeat the sentences 
which Mr. Bhupesh Gupta enunciates for me. I will not accept it. I will 
use my own language. It may be defective, or you may not like it. But I 
refuse to be dictated about the use of language. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA ; I am stating a fact. I want to know 
whether you consider it as abetment or not (Interruptions). Why not ? 
American dollars are sticking in your throats. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : Obviously any accrual of strength 
further strengthens the military regime and enables them to carry on 
their ruthlessness with even greater ferocity. These expressions are 
stronger than abetment. I do not know why he is asking me to confine 

myself. (Interruptions). He cannot say that his choice of words is 

always the most appropriate. I will use my own words. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : You are the Foreign Minister. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : I know my responsibility as Foreign 
Minister and, therefore, I refuse to be dictated. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: What about the effect on India ? 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : About the effect on India, we have 
consistently taken the view that it is not linked with this Bangladesh 
situation, but it is a substantive issue, a separate issue. And we have 




never left any Government in doubt, whether it is the United States or 
any other Government who have supplied arms to Pakistan, that it is 
directly helping them against India because Pakistan does not say that 
they have got any other country with whom their relations are inimical; I 
am using the words used by Pakistan itself. 

So obviously this is a consistent stand that we have taken with regard 
to all arms supply to Pakistan from whatever source it may be. Then he 
has given his own prescription as to what should be the Government's 
attitude in a situation like this and he has suggested recognition of 
Bangladesh. These are bigger issues about which the Prime Minister has 
been keeping the house fully informed and I have no new naformation to 
give to the house. Then about the other suggestion that he has made 
about intionalisation of U.S. oil interests or other U.S. interests, those are 
economic matters which depend upon what attitude we take about 
nationalisation. Depending upon that we will take proper action. But we 
should not try to mix these issues in this form. I am sorry I very strongly 
differ from his description of the capacity of our Ambassador Jha. 1 have 
myself visited the United States twice when he has been the Ambassador 
and on all accounts he is doing good work and he is putting across 
Government of India's view point in a proper manner, in an effective 
manner. And I would appeal to the honourable Member not to indulge in 
this type of criticism and in the process weaken our own instruments 
through whom we want to put across our view points. It is quite easy for 
anybody to criticise an Ambassador... 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : Can you not find another person to 
replace him ? 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : ...and in this particular case even the 
facts on which he is relying are not quite correct. He talks of many years 
whereas Mr. Jha went there only about a year ago and he was before that 
Governor of the Reserve Bank. During this period both on the economic 
side and on the political side he has done good work and I would 
strongly reject as completely unfounded the instituations that have been 
launched against one of our distinguished Ambassadors... 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA ; He is a stooge, a notorious imperialist 
stooge. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : If he wants me to use that type of 
language, I will hesitate to use that. I would say that if we come to 
stooges, we do not know where we end. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : Sir, let him tell me who the stooge is. Let 
him have the courage to say that. I say Mr. L. K. Jha has been a stooge 





of Britain and America and you have put him as our Ambassador in 
America. 

SHRI PITAMBER DAS (Uttar Pradesh) ; This is the unkindest cut of 
all. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : About the last question in which he 
has said that there should be a parliamentary commission to go into this 
aspect of external affairs, I do not think that parliamentary commissions 
should be unnecessarily bothered with something which is essentially an 
administrative matter and they should depend upon those Minister who 
are responsible to Parliament to carry out the wishes of Parliament. 

SHRI LAL K. ADVANI (Delhi) ; So far as the United States 
Government is concerened, not all the facile explanations which have 
been offered now can conceal this fact—Mr. Bhupesh Gupta may call it 
abetment and may insist on that word; there can be so many words for 
it-this hard fact that by giving or selling these shiploads of arms to 
Pakistan at this time the Nixon Government has been guilty of 
collaborating with the Yahya Khan regime in perpetrating genocide in 
Bangladesh and which stands condemned before the bar of world 
opinion on this account. There is no doubt about it. But what I am really 
surprised at is the abysmal failure or our own mission in Washington to 
know about this episode. After all there is no justification for this 
situation that a ship leaves the U.S. shores on the 8th May and we are 
absolutely ignorant about it till the 23rd June and that too only when the 
New York Times reports about it that we come to know of it. I have 
nothing to say about Ambassador L. K. Jha. I do not know about him, 
and what the Minister has said about him and his abilities may be 
perfectly correct. But I presume and suppose that one of the primary 
functions of a mission abroad is to be posted about all matters and all 
information that is vital to our interests. 

In this particular case, this was a vital bit of information which the 
New York Times could secure on the basis of dock registers and not 
from any intelligence source. On the basis of dock registers, it was able 
to find out that on the 8th May a shipload of ammunition and arms was 
sent to Bangladesh. We were ignorant about this. We did not know about 
this. Even when the hon. Foreign Minister visited Washington or New 
York, this fact should have been known to him. If this fact had been 
known to him, I am sure that the entire conversation and the entire 
dialogue with Washington would have centred round this shipload of 
arms and this could possible have enabled him to assert our position and 



perhaps then the second ship might not have left New York. This is the 
first abysmal and dismal failure for which I would seek an explanation 
from the Minister as to how it happened. Have we asked for any 
explanation from our Ambassador ? There is no use issuing certificates 
and chits to our Ambassador there when this is a serious failure, the 
enormity of which should be realised and appreciated by our Missions 
abroad. 

My second question is this : The hon. Minister has said that the U. S. 
authorities have been asked to intercept both the ships and to call those 
ships back. I would like to remind him on this occasion that during the 
war with Pakistan in 1965 some six ships carrying arms for India were 
halted on the way. They were actually on their way to India. But they 
were halted just 15 miles from our shore. I have before me the Hindustan 
Times clipping which quotes Shri L. N. Mishra as having given this 
information. I would like to know from the hon. Minister whether this 
information is correct and whether these six ships carrying arms to India 
were intercepted by the U. S. authorities during the Indo-Pakistani war. 
The U. S. Government at that time gave the explanation that they did not 
want to add to the tension on the subcontinent and therefore stopped aid 
both to India and Pakistan. This was the plea they gave at that time on 
the basis of which these six ships bound for India were halted just 15 
miles from our shore and called back. I would like to know whether this 
fact has been recalled on this occasion and brought to the notice of the 
U. S. authorities. 

Lastly, the entire House has pointed out that in the present context 
these two ships should be intercepted. When Shri Mohta suggested this, 
the hon. Minister was pleased to say that decisions like this cannot be 
taken off-hand and they should be t^en with due consideration. I think 
ever since this genocide in Bangladesh has started, we have been 
listening to this kind of replies on every issue, namely, 'we have to take 
decisions after due consideration'. I agree that every decision has 
consequences. When we called upon the Government to recognise 
Bangladesh, we were conscious of the consequences of that action. 
When we call for interception of these ships, we are conscious of the 
consequences. But we think that this present Government on the plea of 
'due consideration' is only providing apology for inaction and doing 
nothing. What is the Government's stand on this particular issue ? Are 
we going to do nothing about this shipment of arms ? If the Government 
of U. S. agrees to call them back, well and good. Otherwise, are we 
helpless ? Can we do nothing ? Are we just to keep quiet and sit back ? 
Is this the Government's stand ? 





SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : The first question was about our 
inability to know from the beginning that this ship had been loaded and 
sent to Pakistan. I have already replied and I have nothing more to add to 
it.... 

SHRILAL K. ADVANI: You have not replied.... 

(Interruptions) 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH ; I have already replied. You know what 
I have replied. 

(Interruptions) 

SHRI LAL K. ADVANI: This is no reply. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : I have nothing to add to what I have 
siad. You have repeated what others have said. 

(Interruptions) 

SHRI LAL K. ADVANI; I said that this is the primary fuction of our 
Missions abroad. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : I do not know. About primary 
functions, secondary functions and more important function we can have 
a separate discussion. 

SHRI LAL K. ADVANI: My point is... 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : If you want a very forthright statement 
on the duty of the Ambassadors and missions, by international 
conventions they are not expected to do what in normal term is called 
spying... 

(Interruptions) 

SHRI LAL K. ADVANI: This is not spying. 

DR. BHAI MAHAVIR (Delhi) : The Minister is again reapiting the 
sidXtment...(Interruptions). He is making a statement which will make 
our Ambassadors function most ineffectively. 

(Interruptions) 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : Vigilance and intelligence are 
defferent. The question of mechanism of vigilance and mechanism of 
intelligence are never discussed. I do not know why you are repeating it, 
why you are pressing it again and again. 

(Interruptions) 

SHRI LAL K. ADVANI: Sir, it is a relevant question. 

DR. BHAI MAHAVIR : Sir, it is a relevant question.... 
'Interruptions..) What is this, Sir. He should reply. 







SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : About the second question. Sir, all that 
the hon. Member has said is that on an earlier occasion the U. S. 
Government had stopped the delivery of equipment to Pakistan. 

(Interruptions) 

SRI BHUPESH GUPTA : Never. Never, it is India. 

MR. CHAIRMAN ; That is right. It is only a slip. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH ; These were stopped when they were 
on the high seas. Thererfore, even if they decide now, they can stop and 
there is no doubt about it and there is no question of citing any earlier 
precedent or not citing any precedent. It is a question of a conscious 
decision by the Government. If they now decide which we are pressing 
them to dQC\d&...(Interruptions) .... it is a substantial thing and that need 
not be linked with any earlier supplies or stoppage of supplies. We 
should deal with them as they come rather than try to build up 
precedents. 
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MR. CHAIRMAN : Yes, please ? Anything left unanswered, I will 
look into. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : Sir, he has added another argument 
although I am not convinced about the effectiveness of this argument. 
But we can try this also. Sir, about the third question.... 

(Interruption) 

MR. CHAIRMAN : Let him finish please. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH ; Sir, he has again repeated the same 
question of interception of ships. I would like to say that this is not a 
matter in which the usal tactics of pressuring the Government can be 
adopted. We refused to submit to those tactics of pressurisation. These 
are decisions which we have to after careful consideration of the 
implications of anything and everything we do and about the question 
why is they Government trying not to accept their suggestions on the 
ground that we want to weigh all aspects, we continue to adopt that 
attitude, because the responsibility is on us and we want you to 
appreciate it. 

SHRIPITAMBER DAS : Sir .... 

■ MR. CHAIRMAN: Yes, what do you want. 



SHRl PIT AMBER DAS : Sir, the question is not of equating it with 
the stopage of ships. It is equating it with the reason of it when that was 
stopped; it was stopped on the plea that it would add to the tension. And 
now, on the same plea can't you say that it is adding to the tension, 
therefore, it should be stopped that was the point. We were not equating 
it with stoppage. We were equating it with the reason for it. 

MR. CHAIRMAN : Mr. Pitamber Das, that is quite clear. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : I have already said, Sir, we have 
definitely pointed out that this adds to the military might of the military 
regime against the innocent people and enables the military regime to 
carry on the atrocities and also adds to the tension between our two 
countries and strengthens Pakistan against India. 

MR. CHAIRMAN : Yes, Mr. Rajnarain. 
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SARDAR SWARAN SINGH; Sir, the reply it the first question is 'yes' 

About the second, I have not used this expression "civilian 
aggression" in relation to the position in Bangladesh. But I have used 
some expression to this effect that the large influx of refugees into Indian 
territory means a*short of aggressive action against us in India because 
this amounts to shaking our socio-economic fabric by the induction of 



these large numbers. I have used this expression. But I would like to 
assure the hon. Member that it has got nothing to do with the supply of 
arms by the U.S.A. to Pakistan. 

All this took place, the first one, the main ship, that took place long 
before I want there. In this respect there should not be any confusion in 
the mind of anybody, and I think the hon. Member is stretching the 
language too much when he tries to import that aspect here. Now, for 
once I agree with him that our embassie, should do everything possible 
to sefeguard and protect our interests being vigilant always, and they are 
constantly reminded to do so, and i think we should continue to impress 
upon them the necessity of showing alertness and vigilance to protect 
our interests. We should not also try to bring in extraneous 
considerations like mithayee from Banar as or things of that nature. 
These are in the nature of trying to ridicule our institutions which, I 
think, does not redound to our credit. 

i ^ 

^^1%, ^ ^ ^ w ^ 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH ; 1 have said that we have come to know 
of it after this ’New York Times' report. I have said that and thereafter; we 
have taken that the subject vigorously with them. 
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SHRI GODEY MURAHARI (Uttar Pradesh) : There is some 
confusion. Mr. Rajnarain has been asking about the shipments made in 
May, much before the Minister went to New York. 
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SHRl NIREN GHOSH : Sir, I would like to know what exactly is the 
assurance that Mr. Swaran Singh got from the U.S.A. Government 
because he got an assurance that there would be no arms shipments from 
U.S.A. to Pakistan. But U.S. officials say that they never told anybody 
that an embargo on all U.S. military sales to Pakistan has been placed or 
that the licencer have been abrogated. So what is exactly the position, I 
would like to know. 

Did not L. K. .Tha apprise him that there were licences pending with 
the U.S. Government, that regular shipments have been taking place and 
that unless an embargo was declared or a ban was imposed the arms 
shipments would continue to be made ? So I would like to know what is 
the correct position. If L. K. Jha did not care to inform the hon. Minister 
in this particular respect, I think L. K. Jha did not safeguard the interests 
of India. And so he ought to make this point clear. 

Another thing is what according to the Government of India, is the 
purpose of the U.S. Government in making these arms shipments to 
Pakistan ? Is it to keep both India and West Pakistan in such a state that 
this Bangladesh affair is prolonged, that both these countries are ruined 
and they can thoroughly establish their grip over both these countries ? 
What exactly is the purpose ? It serves no purpose, saying that it would 
add top the agony of Bangladesh that everybody knows. What is the 
political purpose behind ? What is the assessment of the Government in 
this respect ? That is also what I would like to know. 

Thirdly, the Prime Minister says that India would not participate in 
any conference on Bangladesh unless the atrocities there are stopped. 
May I take it that during his visit to the U.S. the U.S. Government gave 
an assurance or whatever it is that they including other powers, propose 
to have a conference on Bangladesh and with that assurance he cames 
back very pleased—with the vague assurance that no shipments would 
be made—whereas no embargo had been declared; that is going on—? 
And the Prime Minister thought that the cards were now on her table 
when she declared that she would not participate in any conference 
unless the atrocities were stopped there whereas India had been made a 
game of and has fallen a prey to the designs of the U.S. Government; 
and we have been brought to this pass with our economy as well as the 
economy of West Pakistan—I say West Pakistan because I recognise 



Bangladesh, whether the Government does it or not. I recognise the 
Government of Bangladesh headed by Tajuddin Ahmed, the Awami 
League leader—whether the Government recognises it or not is another 
thing. That being the position I would like to know whether he would 
clarifiy the position—what matters about this conference whether he has 
got the assurance and what exactly they have said. 

MR. CHAIRMAN : Mr. Ghosh, it is quite clear...(Interruptions). 
Your question is very clear. 

SHRl NIREN GHOSH : And lastly, I would like to know whether in 
view of the unfriendly and hostile act of the U.S.A. he would take any 
measure apart from expressing their disappointment or their strong 
attitude; whether the Government has in view any action so that they 
could reply to the unfriendly act of the U.S. Government apart from 
voicing protests and all that; whether you have any action in view, even 
to call it an unfriendly act. If you call it an unfriendly act, in 
international affairs it is an action. So I would like to know whether the 
Government at all has in view or is contemplating any such thing or 
other things like declaring it an.... 

MR. CHAIRMAN : That is all right, Mr. Ghosh. Now you are 
repeating it. Please sit down. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH ; The U.S. spokesmen have tried to 
make a distinction in regard to the actual shipment of that equipment for 
which licences for export had been issued prior to their making a 
statement but we had all along been assured that no further actual 
physical supplies would be made. So this is the main reason why we 
have been stressing the importance of implementing the assurances and 
not tried to take shelter behind this distinction between the issue of an 
export licence because what we are interested in is, these supplies should 
stop forthwith. I do not think that in this respect there has been any 
failure on the part of our Ambassador. The second question is not easy 
for me to answer when he asks what is the political purpose of the U. S. 
Government in the matter of supplying arms to Pakistan. Whether 
political purpose they have, we have always said that to us any 
strengthening of Pakistan by military supplies from the U.S. also from 
China, is something to which we are totally opposed and therefore we 
have been urging on all these Governments to stop such supplies. In fact 
in this particular case the U.S. Government themselves had said that they 
are proposing to stop the supply of arms to Pakistan and I cannot 
therefore spell out the so-called political purpose. Perhaps that type of 
thesis or analysis may have to be extended to the attitudes of certain 
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other countries as well. Thirdly, he has suggested as if there were any 
proposal for a conference between President Yahya Khan and our Prime 
Minister. No such suggestion at any stage was mooted during my visit. 
So there was no question of any matter having been raised. 

SHRI NIREN GHOSH : The Prime Minister said in some press 
conference that India would not participate in any conference on 
Bangladesh. Who are to be the participants she did not elaborate. That is 
why I asked whether in the course of the talks with the U.S. Government 
such a proposal was broached either from your side or their side about 
the Big powers calling a conference on Bangladesh ? 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH ; The answer is in the negative. About 
the fourth question, our present attitude in this respect is to ensure that 
these supplies should stop and no lairther supplies should be made and it 
will not be proper or wise for us to widen this thing and try to envelop 
other things because it must have some objective and our objective at 
present is to take every possible step to ensure the stoppage of supplies 
of arms and if the hon. Member has any influence with China, I will 
request him to ask the Chinese Government also to stop supplies. 

SHRI NIREN GHOSH : You have men there and they have their men 
here. We have no contact with China. Now due to the subservient 
attitude of the Minister to the US Government it tantamounts to the 
betrayal of Bangladeshi... 

MR. CHAIRMAN : I am not permitting any other question. 
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STATEMENT IN THE LOK/RAJYA SABHA ON JUNE 25, 1971, BY THE 
FOREIGN MINISTER ON HIS RETURN FROM VISITS TO MOSCOW, 
BONN, PARIS, OTTAWA, NEW YORK, WASHINGTON D.C. AND 
LONDON FROM 6TH JUNE TO 22ND JUNE, 1971 

Between 6th and 22nd June, 1971, I visited Moscow, Bonn, Paris, 
Ottawa, New York, Washington and London, in that order, In each of 
these capitals I had detailed discussions, with the head of Government 
and the Foreign Minister. At the UN Headquarters I had discussions with 
the UN Secretary-General U-Thant and his colleagues. I also met in 
every capital a number of other Government Leaders, Legislators, 
Editors, Social workers and Leaders of Public Opinion. 

In these discussions the focus of attention and emphasis was all 
along on the grave and serious situation created for India by the influx of 
6 million refugees from East Bengal and the continuing crisis caused in 
our region due to the massive killings by the West Pakistani nndlitary 
machine in East Bengal. 

In Moscow, Bonn, Paris, Washington and London statements were 
issued at the end of my visits on behalf of the respective Governments, 
in consultation with us and these indicate the general line of the reaction 
of host Governments. In Ottawa Foreign Minister Mitchell Sherp made a 
statement in the Canadian House of Commons which indicates their 
general line. 

Copies of all these Statements are being laid on the Table of the 
House. 

As a result of my talks with the Governments of countries visited by 
me, the following areas of agreement emerged : 

(i) That there could be no military solution and all military action 
in East Bengal must stop immediately. 

(ii) That the flow of refugees into India from East Bengal must 
immediately stop. 

(iii) That conditions must be created enabling the refugees to 
return to their homes in peace and security, and that this could happen 
only if the refugees could be assured of a secure future in their respective 
homes in East Bengal. 





(iv) That a political solution acceptable to the people of East 
Bengal was the only way of ensuring a return to normalcy. 

(v) That the present situation was grave and fraught with serious 
dangers for the peace and security of the region. 

It was generally agreed that the burden placed upon the resources of 
the Government of India by this massive influx of 6 million refugees into 
this country from East Bengal, a process crowded into just a few weeks, 
was intolerable, and that the international community must give 
assistance in this effort, both in case and in kind. 

I made it clear in each capital that any assistance to the refugees 
from East Bengal was essentially an assistance given to Pakistan, for 
they are nationals of that country, uprooted through deliberate and 
wanton action on the part of their won Government. I also clarified, and 
it was by and large accepted, that any military assistance to the Military 
rulers of Pakistan at the juncture would have the effect of encouraging 
and sustaining them in their anti-people activity; and any economic 
assistance to them would be tantamount to condoning their deplorable 
actions in East Bengal, so fully and so irrefutably documented by eye¬ 
witness accounts which have been appearing in the world press all these 
weeks. I pointed out also that, in fact, any economic assistance, 
excepting that given on humanitarian considerations to the victims of 
oppression in East Bengal under international surveillance would have 
the effect of maintaining in power the military machine of the minority 
now engaged in oppressing the majority of the people of that country, 
and thus would constitute an unfortunate farm of interfernce in their 
internal affairs. 

I found in all these capitals great appreciation for the generosity 
displayed by the Government and people of India in looking after this 
large influx of refugees, which was recognised as an unprecedented one 
in human history, a man-made calamity for the people of East Bengal, 
and also for this country. The gravity of the situation, the enormity of the 
burden-placed on us, for no fault of ours, and the serious repurcussions 
for the people and security of this entire region if the present situation 
was not brought under control speedily, was recognised everywhere. 
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DEFENCE MINISTER SHRIJAGJIVAN RAM'S STATEMENT ON 

JULY 12,19.71 

Following are excertpts from Defence Minister Shri Jagjivan Ram's 
reply to the debate on Budget Demands of the Ministry of Defence, on 
July 12,1971. 

I was talking about the tragic developments in Bangladesh. The 
resurgence of sentiment for Bangladesh after the brutal intervention by 
West Pakistan's military forces has exposed in all its nakedness the 
colonialist designs of the present regime in West Pakistan. It has further 
proved that the foot of democracy is too deep and too strong to be 
sanpped by a military rule of nearly a quarter of a century. The people 
of Bangladesh are manfully resisting the efforts of Pakistan Junta to 
suppress freedom and democracy. The terror widely has been unleashed 
on Bangladesh has stirred the conscience of the world. The bravery and 
heroism of those engaged in this struggle is widely admired and 
applauded. The House has expressed the support and sympathy for our 
friends in distress. 

A significant percentage of the propulation of Bangladesh has been 
forced out and has sought shelter in India. It is clear that the Pakistan 
Army is engaged in a ruthless genocide of the people of Bangladesh and 
is, in the process, mounting a threat to our economy, our society, and on 
the basic principles which our Constitution enshrines. The values we 
cherish and the commitments we have made for our own social and 
economic development are in jeopardy. Government are alive to their 
responsibility to meet this threat. 

The House is aware of the intrusions that have been attempted by the 
Pakistan Army our eastern borders. The House is also aware of the 
report which have appeared in the press in regard to the preparations 
which are being made by Pakistan on our western borders, more 
particularly across the cease-fire line. 

The House is aware of the frantic attempts which are being made by 
the Pakistani military junta to raise new regiments, to conscript their 
youth, and to procure military hardware, arms and ammunition stealthily 
or through the agency of their friends in some countries. All these 
preparations are being made with a view to extinguish the flame of 







freedom and democracy on this sub-continent. We hope that those who 
are helping them in this effort are conscious of their responsibilities, are 
aware of the purposes for which these death-dealing weapons are being 
procured. 

We have had occasion to discuss these threats to our security in this 
House. I can only say that we keep reviewing these matters from day to 
day, and I can assure the House that vigilance has been strengthened all 
along the eastern and western borders and every precaution has been 
taken to defeat all possible manoeuvres on the part of our adversaries. 
Our security forces have instructions to deal firmly with infiltrators and 
other hostile elements which may attempt to intrude into our territory. 

Our people on the borders, whether it is in Kashmir, Jammu, 
Nagaland, Meghlaya or anywhere else, are conscious of the stakes. The 
brutal methods employed by the Pakistan Army in Bangladesh have 
strengthened their determination to resist and defeat Pakistan 
manoeuvres. 


Mukti Fauj 

The demand for the early recognition of Bangladesh by Government 
has been reitenated by various sides of the House. We are aware of the 
feeling in the country on the question of recognition of Bangladesh. Our 
Prime Minister has explained Government's stand on the matter on more 
than one occasion in the House and outside. There is nothing to add to 
what the Prime Minister has said on the subject. One thing, however, is 
clear. The indomitable courage of the freedom fighters of Mukti Fauj 
will ultimately succeed in establishing Bangladesh. The reports trickling 
from across the border indicate how manfully freedom fighters are 
harassing the Pakistan Army. One guerilla, one commando, of the Mukti 
Fauj is worth many marauders of the im.perialist army of Pakistan. With 
the ever increasing activities of the freedom fighters, it is clear that the 
military junta will not be permitted to continue their exploitation of the 
people of Bangladesh and perpetuate their colonial rule there. In their 
determination to establish a democratic order in Bangladesh, freedom 
fighters have all our sympathy and support. 

Army 

There has been insistent demand for improving our defence 
preparedness. For obvious reasons, caution has to be exercised in 
disclosing details of our strength and our preparedness. 1 can, however, 
safely say that in every sums and in every role, we are more than a match 
for our adversary. The House has naturally not been apprised of the 
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enormous exertions our armed forces have made to improve their skill in 
the use of the equipment given to them. Every effort has been made to 
enhance the mobility of our land forces, to increase the fire power of the 
infantry and artillery and of our armoured units. Our anti-tank capability 
has been enhanced by the introduction of missile units. New methods of 
weapon training and battle inoculation have been introduced. Altogether, 
the defensive capability and striking force of the Indian Army cannot but 
cause serious concern to our adversaries. 

It is true that Pakistan has acquired Mir age-IIIE aircraft. Our Air 
Force has fully taken into account the increase in Pakistani air power. 
The strength and capability of our holdings are superior to Pakistani 
acquisitions. Our fighter bomber squadrons have been progressively 
modernised. We have recently carried out reorganisation of Commands 
in the Air Force Operational exercises including Weapon Meets are 
being continually conducted to ensure a state of operational readiness. 
Heavy repair and depot maintenance facilities have been modernised and 
augmented. I have every reason to hope that, as a result, the rate of 
serviceability of our aircraft with improve . The measures which have 
been taken do not merely increase the striking power of our Air Force: 
they also ensure the most effective co-ordination of air operations in 
support of actions on land and on high seas. 

Navy 

Some concern has been expressed in regard to the strength of our 
Navy. It is true that Pakistan has acquired new capabilities in the field of 
submarine warfare. We also have improved our capabilities. Our Navy 
has now a submarine arm. Its anti-submarine role has been strengthened 
by acquisition of modem anti-submarine aircraft. The Navy also holds 
and operates missile carrying crafts. The dockyard at Bombay is being 
modernised. A new dockyard is under construction at Vishakhapatnam. 
The Navy too has streamlined their provisioning procedures and 
maintenance facilities. I am sure, our Navy is in a state of readiness to 
give a good account of itself. 

Civil Defence 

Our anti-aircraft defences have been modernised and strengthened. 
We now have surface-to-air guided weapon complexes installed in vital 
arease. Steps are also being taken to activate our civil defence measures. 
The Central Government is meeting the greater part of the expenditure 
on these measures. A large number of persons has volunteered for 
manning civil defence services. 
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Defence Procurements 

The possibilities of procurements from abroad are somewhat limited 
for us. But I would like to assure the House that we are not neglecting 
these possibilities. Our main reliance, of course, is on ourselves. Our 
ordnance factories and defence undertakings are working to capacity to 
meet the requirements of the Services. Several new types of weapons 
and equipments have been developed and are being manufactured. The 
Defence Research and Development Organisation has made a 
commendable contribution. Our scientists and their associates in the 
Defence Research and Development Organisations are making 
commendable efforts to make us self-reliant in our requirements. 

While no country is completely self-sufficient, most advanced 
countries endeavour to develop a technological viability so that they are 
able to establish mutually beneficial relationships with other countries. 
These nations thus acquire a certain freedom of action because of their 
ability to develop equations and engage in a give and take exercise with 
other nations. This viability, or to put in other words, this scientific, 
industrial and technological maturity reinforces self-reliance. We are 
expecting that such viability or maturity will be achieved by our 
scientists and technologists, particularly those working on our Defence 
laboratories and establishments, at not too distant a date. I can only 
assure the House that we will not allow their work to be hampered for 
lack of funds. 

I would like to remaind the House that National security goes 
beyond development of Armed Forces or preparedness to meet threats to 
our borders; it is interwoven with our national objectives, our national 
interests, and our national capacity. In the quest of National Security, it 
will be Government's endeavour to take all these factors into account. I 
am sure, our people led by this august House will participate in these 
efforts and lend their full support to them. 

Peaceful Uses of Nuclear Energy 

In this connection, I have noted carefully the wish of many Hon'ble 
Members for our Defence Forces to acquire nuclear capabilities. We 
have discussed this matter in this House on a number of occasions. Our 
present policy is to use nuclear energy for peaceful purposes. In our view 
the possession of nuclear weapons is no substitute for our capability in 
the use of conventional weapons. I would like to remind the House that 
our military capabilities must be based on the advances we are able to 
make in the field of science, technology and industry. The House is 
aware of the position. India occupies in the field of nuclear science. The 





House is also aware of the plans and programmes for making further 
advances in this field. The House I am sure, will not wish me to say 
more on this subject or to lose my sense of perspective in dealing with it. 

International Peace-Keeping 

Apart from the defence of our borders, our Defence Forces have 
certain other responsibilities also. The House is aware of the 
responsibilities discharged by our defence forces in the past in a peace 
keeping role assigned to them by the United Nations on a number of 
occasions. 

On April 6, 1971, while we were engrossed in our own problems, we 
received an urgent request from our friendly neighbour, the Government 
of Ceylon. Similar requests had been made by that Government to other 
countries. Our response was prompt. We agreed to provide all assistance 
that was possible within our resources. We made our helicopters 
available. Our naval ships assisted the Ceylonese Navy in patrolling 
Ceylon's coasts. Our personnel did not deal with insurgency: they 
provided relief for the Ceylonese personnel and assisted them in 
surveillence and patrol duties only. With the completion of their task, the 
small forces made available to the Government of Ceylon were 
withdrawn. 

We have also supplied some items of equipment and stores needed 
by the Ceylonese Defence Forces. At the request of the Ceylonese 
Government, we have agreed to provide training facilities to their 
officers. Our co-operation in this field, the House will be pleased to 
know, has been mutually satisfactory. 



toptsh 

^if\Sr^n 'Q^ ^n?rr^t _ 

CALLING ATTENTION TO A MATTER OF URGENT PUBLIC 

IMPORTANCE 

Continued U.S. Arms Supply to Pakistan and Implications 
thereof 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA (West Bengal) : Sir, before I take up this 
thing I should like to have your direction. This question was discussed in 
the other House during the period when we were not in session as a 
regular debate. Now, Sir, just a discussion on Calling Attention be 
transformed into a motion for discussion rather then a mere calling 
attention ? As you know, Sardar Swaran Singh made a statement in this 
House but we could not discuss it because the same day we adjourned. 
The other House discussed it and a lot of time was given to it and I do 
not see why we should not also get an opportunity for a thorough 
discussion on his statement and subsequent developments. Therefore my 
request to you is that this Calling Attention should, as we have done in 
the past, be transformed into a motion for discussion. 

SHRI GODEY MURAHARI (Uttar Pradesh) : Sir, I also support the 
contention of Mr. Bhupesh Gupta. Several things have taken place in the 
last few days; major events have taken place as far as the world is 
concerned and we should have a full-dress debate on all these issues. As 
far as the United States and Pakistan are concerned there have been new 
developments with regard to China also and therefore it would be in the 
fitness of things that we have a full discussion and not just this Calling 
Attention. 

MR. CHAIRMAN : I follow. 

SHRI KRISHAN KANT (Haryana) : We should have the Calling 
Attention plus a debate also. This Calling Attention should be gone 
through and we should also have a debate. 

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE DEPARTMENT OF 
PARLIAMENTARY AFFAIRS AND IN THE MINISTRY OF SHIPPING 
AND TRANSPORT (SHRI OM MEHTA): Let this be gone through and 
then we will try to find some time for a short duration discussion. 

SHRI NIREN GHOSH (West Bengal) : 'What is some time' ? We 
must have it today. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : It is not a question of finding some time; 
it should be done as soon as possible, today or tomorrow. 





SOME HONOURABLE MEMBERS ; No, no. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : Yousee it can be easily done today. The 
subject of the Calling Attention is the same; it can be converted into a 
motion for discussion as had been done in the past. Why again go 
through all this ? 

MR. CHAIRMAN : I want to make one suggestion. I suggest that 
after the Bills are disposed of, this may be taken up as a short Duration 
Discussion today. 

THE MINISTER OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS (SARDAR SWARAN 
SINGH) : I would crave the indulgence of this House because the 
demand relating to the Ministry of External Affairs is coming up for 
discussion in the other House today. These dates are already fixed and 
both today as well as tomorrow I will be busy in the other House. I do 
not want to come in the way of your decision for arranging a short 
Duration Discussion. But I will not be available today and tomorrow. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA ; If he is not here, there is no point. I 
understand the hon. Minister will not be replying to the debate in the 
other House today. He will be only listening to the debate. It is important 
for him to listen to the speeches, I agree.... 

SHRI NIREN GHOSH ; The Bills that are there are regarding Gojarat 
and Panjab. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : I suggest that this be discussed today as 
the hon. Minister will not be replying in the other House today. 

SHRI OM MEHTA : It is entirely for the House to decide. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : The calling attention should come. I beg 
to call the attention of the Minster of External Affairs to the continued 
arms supply by the Government of U.S.A. to Pakistan and the 
implications thereof. 

MR. CHAIRMAN : Mr. Gurupadaswamy wants to say something. 

THE LEADER OF THE OPPOSITION (SHRI M. S. 
GURUPADASWAMY); I just want to say that to day may not be utilized 
for a general debate on this issue. I would like that a separate day may be 
fixed for this. This motion, as he has started it, may be gone through, but 
the general question may not be taken up today. 

MR. CHAIRMAN : That will be considered. In the meantime this 
will go on. 





SHRIBHUPESH GUPTA : I have already called his attention. 

[ Mr. Deputy Chairman in the Chair ] 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH ; Sir, I regret to inform the House that 
since the issue of shipment of American arms to Pakistan was discussed 
last in this House, there has been no change in U.S. policy. On the 
contrary, it has come to our notice that U.S. Military equipment still in 
the pipeline for delivery to Pakistan may be even more than has been 
publicly admitted by the U.S. Government. While the U.S. State 
Department spokesman mentioned on July 8th, 1971 that the average 
approximate annual figure for the last five years of supply of arms to 
Pakistan has been in the order of $ 10 to 15 million. Senator Churer 
quoted an estimated figure of $ 35 million, in respect of military 
equipment still in the pipeline. We have reason to believe that his figure 
is nearer to the correct one. In any case amounts in Dollars alone do not 
give a correct picture. As we know, Pakistan has been in the past 
obtaining equipment from certain governmental sources at throw-away 
prices. Spare parts which may cost very little can reactivate deadly 
weapons. 

I would like to assure the House that our views on the supply of arms 
to Pakistan have been conveyed in unequivocal terms to the United 
States Government. We have explained to them the adverse impact it 
could have on the peace and stability of the sub-continent. It could have 
an impact on Indo-US bilateral relation as well. It is surprising that the 
US Government which has been counselling restreiint to us should have 
itself taken a measure which will aggravate the situation. 

The supply of arms by any country to Pakistan in the present contex 
amounts to condonation of genocide in Bangladesh and encouragement 
to the continuation of atrocities by the military rulers of Pakistan. It also 
amounts to intervention on the side of the military rulers of West 
Pakistan against the people of Bangladesh. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : We have been very carefully following 
the statement made by the hon. Minister apart from what has appeared in 
the newspaper from the side of the United States of America. I must say 
that we remain disappointed by the manner in which the hon. Minister 
has reacted to these things. Sir, first of all, even now he has said that the 
supply of arms to Pakistan in the present situation is a condonation. He 
would never use the world abetment. Yet, Sir arms are being supplied for 
the act of committing the crime of genocide there and the USA is acting 
as the principal in the second degree in aiding that genocide and still, he 



says, it is 'condonation'. I am surprised that the Government does not 
have the courage to say that it is a direct help and abetment to the 
criminal act of genocide. It is a violation of the International Convention 
on Genocide, the UN Charter and the Human Rights Charter, thereby 
making the US guilty of violation of these International laws. Sir, now 
what is the assessment of the Government, political, military and 
otherwise, of the present step by the United States of America of the 
supply of arms in the present situation to Pakistan ? That assessment has 
not been made. Sir, is it not a fact that since the US-Pak military pact 
was signed in 1954, just with a view to facilitating the ouster of the 
Fazlul Haq Government after the East Bengal Elections—a Government 
of which Sheikh Mujibur Rahman was also a Minister—US military 
hardware worth about 2500 million dollars nearly Rs. 2000 crores— 
have been sent to Pakistan ? 

It is not a fact that even though there was a so-called embargo at the 
time of Indo-Pakistan War in 1965 the US were still supplying arms 
through Iran, Turkey, West Germany and other countries of the CENTO 
and the NATO in order to replenish the armaments of the Pakistani 
forces ? Sir, in the present situation we find that it has been continuing 
ever since 1966; now it has been stepped up. 

In today's newspaper we read that the Padma is carrying cannons 
also, not merely spares and other things. In this connection, I should like 
to know the plicy of the Government. He has siad, 35 million dollars in 
the pipelin, as one of the Senators has stated. It is much more but the 
significant part of it he has not mentioned. Now, it is known that these 
things are not part of 'slippage' an American expression, or 'bureaucratic 
bungling' another American expression. The supplies are being made on 
orders from President Nixon himself. This is what has been disclosed in 
the American Senate by the Senator from Inapo, and it has not been 
since denied. In fact, the State Department has more or less admitted that 
President Nixon's orders are responsible for the supply of these arms. 
Arms are being given to Pakistan at throw-away prices. It is no price at 
all. It is a nominal price. It is like a director getting a salary of Re. 1 per 
month. It is like that. Arms have been gifted to Pakistan by the 
Americans. In such a situation, I should like to know what is the policy 
of the Government. Is it not a fact that it is an abetment of the genocids 
there and, apart from that, provocation of war against India ? And with 
the supplies of arms arriving at the Bangladesh borders, we find 
bellicosity on the part of the West Pakistan troops rising every day. I 
come firom Calcutta, everybody is saying that as Pakistan is getting arms 





from the US the troops on the other side are being more and more 
bellicose and developing provcative action including shell-fire into our 
teiTitory. This is happening, Sir, I am a little surprised. Here, the hon. 
horn. Miniter made a statement in which he has made as assessment of 
the United States thing. What he has said here is rather interesting— 

As a result of my talks with the Government of countries visited by 
me the following areas of agreement emerged : 

(1) "That there could be no Military solution and all Military action 

in East Bengal must stop immediately." - 

On your arrival here you told Parliament, we were told, that America 
is giving more arms for the continuance of the military action. 

The second item of area of agreement is— 

(2) "That the flow of refugees into India from East Bengal must stop 
immediately." 

The next day the Americans made it known that arms will go and 
that they were justified in supplying the arms. 

That does not stop the flow of refugees. It increases the flow of 
refugees Yesterday I found out in Calcutta that the refugees in West 
Bengal are coming at the rate of 30,000 per day even now. 

The third item, according to his statement, is that conditions must be 
created for the refurn of refugees. Are the Americans creating conditions 
for the return of the refugees by giving arms to butcher Yahya Khan's 
Military junta ? 

The fourth item in his statement is political solution. The other day a 
statement was made here in this House and on the 28th June Mr. Yahya 
Khan made his broadcast and he told the world the kind of solution he 
wants. I do not wish to go into this thing. Even after that, the Americans 
made a special point to make it known to the world what kind of things 
they were supplying to Pakistan. Is that the way a political solution 
would be found ? 

The fifth item is that the situation is frought with grave danger to the 
peace and security. Now American arms are comming to maintain peace 
and security here. Now what is the remedy for us ? Here is the statement 
of the Minister made in this House. We will have our full say when a 
full-dress debate takes place. But the hon'ble Minister was misleading 
the House. He has no business to tell us that America has come to this 
kind of agreement. If he has the courage he should declare that he has 
been bluffed and swindled by the Americans. 



Sir, what is more shocking is that along with the statement he made, 
on the 25th of June, the spokesman of the State Department, 
immediately following their meeting, issued a statement which did not 
warrant what the Minister said in Parliament here. Therefore, I charge 
the Government with some kind of connivance, with having no courage 
to speak to the Americans that they are endangering the peace and 
security of this region. I should like to know why even now he is not 
saying that this is an act not only for the suppression of the struggle of 
the people of Bangladesh, but the arms supplies are meant against India 
also. It causes war provocation. It is provoking the West Pakistani troops 
to start military actions. Provocations are coming from the other side of 
our borders. Therefore, whereas his assessment is neither a political 
assessment nor an economic assessment, the Americans are giving so 
much aid. (Time bell rings.) I am finishing. 

The Government should rectify its position. I would urge upon the 
Government to develop a little courage and not just be led by the brief 
given by Mr. L. K. Jha who is a thorough unfit as our Ambassador in the 
United States of America. His performance makes it clear that he has 
totally failed to serve the national interest there. On the contrary, I 
believe. Sir, he has been instrumental in misleading the hon'ble Minister. 
The hon'ble Minister is making a statement which he made on his return 
from the United States of America. What is our Ambassador talking 
there I should like to know why you are spending so much money in the 
United States of America. It is to get arms for Pakistan by the Americans 
and then to be told in this manner that they are helping the cause of 
peace ? Therefore I take a serious view of this matter. This thing should 
be discussed. Mr. L. K. Jha, should be recalled straightaway for having 
failed to carry out the limited responsibility expected of him. This is 
number one. 

Number two, the American action should be declared as a hostile act 
towards India. Our diplomacy and policy have failed. For its warlike 
actions against India, its hostile action against India, America should be 
charged in the United Nations and outside of helping the genocide, of 
violating the Conventions, of violating the U.N. Charter, of violating the 
Human Rights Charter and creating tension in the Indo-Pak sub¬ 
continent. These things should be done—not this kind of wishy-washy, 
hanky-panky, ridiculous statement that the hon. Minister has made. 
These are the demands I am making. Besides, I do not know why the 
American Ambassador was sent to Calcutta to meet the refugees. Sir, I 
was ashamed when I saw a picture of Mr. Keating meeting the refugees. 



Who allowed the American Ambassador to go there ? They are allowing 
Americans to take photographs of the Tripura airport, the Agartala 
airport and so on. Do I understand that when that country is responsible 
for helping genocide, the envoy of that country should be sent to the 
Indian border to meet the refugees ? I am surprised. The Ambassador 
should be kicked out of West Bengal. I would ask the people to kick him 
out. I would ask the people of West Bengal to kisk him out, to kick him 
in the streer, when they have been behaving in this manner. 

It is an insult to our people. By supplying arms to Pakistan, they are 
sending refugees to West Bengal, and they are sending, with the 
permission of the Central Government, the American envoy here, Mr. 
Keating, to go and put on airs as if he is sympathetic to them. This is 
absolutely double-facedness unworthy of a respon.sible Government. 
Ask Mr. Keating not to go out of Delhi. You can ask him to go back 
home, but certainly you should not send him to West Bengal to talk to 
the refugees as if they are being of service to us. Never have I seen such 
a weak-kneed policy. America is preparing West Pakistani troops for war 
against India. We are being told that anything may develop. And the 
people who are supplying arms to West Pakistan are being sent there to 
our border in order to pretend as if they are our friends. I say, Sir, this 
policy has got to change. I lodge my strong protest against the manner in 
which the Government is handling matters with regard to the United 
States of America. I demand that a Cabinet metting should be held on 
this subject. The national sentiment should be taken into account and 
proper preparation should be made politically and diplomatically to meet 
the challenge the United States has flung against us. We are being driven 
to the position of 1965. Pakistan is being egged on to start war against 
our country. We do not want war. We do not want armed actions by India 
or military action of this type. But certainly we want all help to be given 
to the Bangladesh freedom fighters. And recognition must be given to 
Bangladesh. These two things should be done. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : That will be enough. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : I am finishing. I shall say more later. 
There is no suggestion of any concrete action. What prevents them from 
recognising Bangladesh and giving massive assistance to the freedom 
fighters. I should to know. These points should be clarified by the hon. 
Minister. 

SHRI NIREN GHOSH : Sir, the Government takes their services, but 
never listens to their advice. 
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SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : We also know the contribution of the 
party to which the hon. Member belongs, the Marxist Communist Party. 

Sir, in his chara cteristic and eloquent manner, Mr. Bhupesh Gupta 
has unburdened himself of everything that was on his chest during this 
period when the Rajya Sabha was in recess. In one speech, he has 
compressed all his ideas, whether they relate to the present Calling 
Attention Notice or otherwise. And perhaps he has drawn very heavily 
upon the brief which he has prepared for participating in the generd 
discussion and has made a ful-fledged speech. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : On a point of personal explanation. Sir, I 
left Calcutta last midnight and this morning I saw the Calling Attention 
Notice. This is an extempore speech. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : You do not require a written speech. It 
is in your mind all the time. 

SHRI NIREN GHOSH : I can testify to what he said just now 
because I came in the same plane. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH ; But you did not come from the same 
place in Calcutta. 

Sir, on way of dealing with his speech would be to make a counter¬ 
speech I have to resist that temptation. I will, therefore, try to answer 
specifically some of the suggestions that he has made because he has not 
asked anything from me. He has made several suggestions and in a very 
forceful manner. 

SHRI A. G. KULKARNI (Maharashtra) : Why don't you send him to 
America in the place of Mr. L.K. Jha ? 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA (Orissa) ; He has asked for a Cabinet 
meeting. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : 1 would like to answer his suggestions. 
First, he says that our Ambassador Jha should be recalled. I am sorry I 
cannot oblige Mr. Bhupesh Gupta. I must say, and I repeat what I had 
said on an earlier occasion, that Mr. Jha has done good work there.... 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA ; I protest against it. What good work has 
he done—^producing a statement of this kind ? 

The only quality of Mr. Jha is that he has accredited himself to the 
United States. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH: Whatever may be the country to which 
an Ambassador is accredited, we cannot always judge his work from the 
attitude of the host country. If we go into this, then perhaps it will not be 
the proper way of approach to a matter of this nature. Secondly, he said 



that we should use a more strong language while describing the action of 
the U.S. in supplying arms to Pakistan. I think that the language used is 
pretty strong although it is not as strong as Mr. Bhupesh Gupta's 
language. 

SHRl BHUYPESH GUPTA ; The question is IDoes he consider it a 
violation of the UN Charter ? Use any language, it is helping genocide 
and creation of tension in this part of the world in violation of the UN 
Charter. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : In the last paragraph of the statement 
that 1 read I have said quite clearly that arms supply to Pakistan in the 
present context amounts to condonation of geneocide in Bangladesh and 
encouragement to the continuation of atrocities by the military rulers of 
Pakistan. If Mr. Bhupesh Gupta has patience and he looks up the 
dictionary, he will find that abetment means the same thing as 
encouragement to the continuation of the atrocities in that part of the 
world. So he cannot complete me to use a word which he used. He 
should give me the latitude to select my word. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : No, it is very important, it is not the same 
thing. Abetment does mean more than encouragement. I may encourage 
many things, yet I may not come under the law, the law of mischief. 
Here the moment you say abetment, he is liable for action under the 
provisions of the UN Charter. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH ; Then the third question that he asked 
was why Mr. Keating went to Culcutta or to West Bengal.... 

SHRI CHITTA BASU (West Bengal) : And why he should not be 
kicked. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH: We should be a little more decent than 
just kicking people. The question that he asked was why he went there to 
have a look at the refugee camps. It has been our policy that the 
representatives of other countries, the Ambassadors of other countries. 
Members of Parliament from other countries and pressmen should freely 
go and see the refugees. And I can tell you that any person who has 
gone, any foreigner who has gone, and has had a look at the refugee 
camps and seen the misery writ large on the faces of people, has returned 
a different person altogether, and there is nothing for us to hide there and 
I do not see why there should be any objection to any Ambassador of 
any country going to the refugee camps and seeing for himself the plight 
of refugees and also the tale of woe which they recite and which can also 
be read from their conditon. I strongly reject the suggestion that while 



dealing with the United States we are adopting another attitude than the 
one warranted by the circumstances. We have told the United States 
Government, their representatives at all leevels, of the strength of our 
feeling and we have also pointed out in unmistakable terms that the 
continued US supply of arms to Pakistan in the present conditions is not 
only encouraging and helping the military rulers to carry on their 
atrocities against the unarmed people of Bangladesh, but it also makes 
Pakistan more intransigneted more bellicose, and as such it affects our 
security also. We have all along taken this stand that any supply of arms 
to Pakistan by any country amounts to encourging Pakistan to carry on 
Pakistan's policy of confronatation against India and thus this is a matter 
which affects our security. This is a perhaps what the honourable 
Member was suggesting. We have already done that. Then he has made a 
suggestion that there should be a special Cabinet meeting. I would like 
to assure Mr. Bhupesh Gupta that Cabinet meetings do take place from 
time to time and it is hardly a matter in which Parliament as such should 
make any suggestion. We can always meet at the shortest notice. We 
have met on several occasions. We have discussed in the Cabinet and in 
the various sub-committees of the Cabinet this issue almost on a 
continuous basis I would like to assure Mr. Bhupesh Gupta and the 
House that this is a matter of the highest importance which is constantly 
under discussion and under review the Government at all levels. 

I would like to assure him that we attach the highest importance to 
this question. 

Lastly he raised the question of recognition. This has got nothing to 
do with the present Calling Attention. 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA : I am surprised at the suggestion of Shri 
Bhupesh Gupta. He suggested the recall of our Ambassador in USA. If 
anybody has failed in his task, it is not the Ambassador, but it is his 
friend Sardar Swaran Singh. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH: I am your friend also. 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA : Now this shows where the shoe 
pinches. I thought that from the public posture shows by Shri Bhuypesh 
Gupta they were not in collusion yet. But by his suggestion to recall the 
Ambassador. I got the impression that Shri Bhupesh Gupta is still hand 
in glove with the Congress because he does not want any of the 
Ministers to resign for their failures. He does not want the Prime 
Minister to reisgn on this issue. He only wants to recall the Ambassador 
from Washington. 
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SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : That is your privilege. You can very 
irresponsibly ask others to resign. That is the privilege of your party. 

SHRILOKANATH MISRA : My Party may or may not be able to do 
anything. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : My friend is an intelligent man. If I 
refuse to be stupid, is it a crime ? 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA ; My party may or may not come to 
power, when it comes to power, it will shoulder its responsibility. But the 
fact is that today Sardar Swaran Singh has to shoulder his responsibility. 
He cannot shir kit. Therefore, if I accused anybody of failure, it will not 
be Shri L. K. the whom. Shri Bhupesh Gupta wants to recall. I accuse 
Sardar Swaran Singh. Is it not a fact the Sardar Swam Singh on his 
return from his highly talkied of tour of eight to nine capitals of the 
world made a statement in the aerodrome of Delhi that he was assured 
that the USA would do nothing against the interests of India ? He said 
that he had been assured by the President of the United States that 
nothing would be done against the interests of India. Now, who has 
failed in his duty if he had been briefed by Shri L. K. Jha, that I would 
have taken him to task and asked for his recall from Washington. But the 
Foreign Minister himself went to the capital and he had personal 
knowledge of everything. He talked to the President of the USA and 
carried the impression that nothing would be done by the USA against 
the interests of India. My first question is whether Sardar Swaran Singh 
did not mislead the entire country by his wrong statement which he 
made when he came back from the USA saying that nothing should be 
done by the USA against the interests of India. Let him answer that 
question. If he could say that he was cheated, let him frankly say so. I 
would be happy... (Interruptions). Shri Bhupesh Gupta took his own 
time. Now by his interruptions, he is taking part of my time also. Again 
he will take his own time when we have a debate. Sir, let me put my 
second question. In the context of the changed circumstances in the 
international field, we have absolutely no friend, either near about or 
even far away. 

We have none. Is it not a fact that the new association between the 
United States of America and China, the people's Republic of China, 
where Pakistan acted as the priest, as reported in some newspapers. 

SHRI A. P. CHATTERJEE (West Bengal) : Pakistan acted as 
what? 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA : Pakistan acted as the priest in the 
marriage of convenience or in this grand alliance. 



AN HONOURABLE MEMEBR : In this unholy marriage ? 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA : Yes, that is a better phrase. In this 
unholy marriage in which Pakistan acted as the priest, is it the price that 
the United States of America is going to pay through supplies of arms 
and ammunitions ? 

Then, Sir, has the External Affairs Minister tried to know something 
about it even during his visit to the USA he did not have any sent of it. 
His ambassadors in the different countries could not post him with 
information, up-to-date information, so that he could tell us that this is 
going to happen and that there may be a changed situation in the 
international field and therefore, India may have to face a new situation. 
He did not tell us about it any time. Therefore, Sir, he was always back¬ 
dated so far as the international information was concerned and the 
information supplied to him by our ambassadors was concerned. Now 
that it has happened, now that it is a matter of fact, I want to ask whether 
he would try to know whether Pakistan would be getting additional arms 
and ammunitions as a price for the task that it undertook in bringing both 
these countries together. 

Then, No. 3, Sir, has our Foreign Minster ever attempted to find out 
what the total quantum of supply of that blessed agreement through 
which the United States of America was supposed to supply arms and a 
ammunitions to Pakistan ? What is the totad qutantum ?»Nobody seems 
to know any thing about it. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : I think it is about 2 billion dollers or 
something like that. 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA : I cannot believe that. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : Mr. Misra, you continue. 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA : I can believe what Mr. Swaran Singh 
says. I do not believe either what the "Pravada" says or the "New York 
Times" says. 

SHRI A. P. CHATTERJEE: You said that he is misleading the entire 
people. 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA: Till he continues as the External Affairs 
Minister he is responsible to this House. He has misled the country. Let 
him mislead the House. Then he can face the consequences. 

SHRI A. P. CHATTERJEE : Does misleading lead to real 
leading ? 



SHRI LOKANATH MISRA : Sir, Mr. Chatterjee has come to his 
rescue. Now, Sir, you can find a charge in their attitude. 

SHRI A. P. CHATTERJEE : I have not come to the help of Mr. 
Swaran Singh. He is too big a man. 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA : Mr. Chatterjee, you have your 
opportunity and then you might put whatever you want to put. Let me 
have my say Now, Sir, my third question is. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : You have asked four or five question 
and still you say, "My third question". 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA ; Sir, I wanted to know the quantum. It 
should be told to us that this would be the final shipment and nothing 
beyond, the amount, the quantum that the "Padma" or any other ship 
carrying arms and ammunitions which would be a part of the agreement 
which was signed before the 24th April or whatever it is. Therefore, Sir, 
I think that our External Affairs Minister has that much of intelligence to 
find out either from the American Ambassador or our Ambassador there 
what the total quantum was under the agreement. Let us know that and 
let us also know how much has been supplied and how much is left out. 
Therefore, once it is known, we shall be sure that once that is fulfilled, 
once the commitment is fulfilled, the USA cannot fall back on this 
particular plea of supplying a part of the agreement which is still left out. 
Now, Sir,... 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : I think that is enough. 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA : Sir, this is the last question, if you 
allow me. It is all right if you do not allow me. Mr. Bhupesh Gupta is a 
privileged person, but I am not. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : He fought for the special privileges of the 
princes and calls me a privileged person. 

SHRI LOKANTH MISRA : I did it on the basis of conscience and 
you have done it against the consensus and the consence of the House. 

The last question I wanted to ask was whether the USSR was not 
generous enough to supply spares to Pakistan.... 

(Interruptions) 

MR. CHITTA BASU : I don’t think, recently visited Moscow or was 
brinked by the USSR Ambassador here. Kindly do not say anything 
about which you do not know anything. 

The point is that this particular news-item which appeared in many 
newspapers in the country is still there. 



AN HON. MEMBER : Undenied. 

(Interruptions) 

SHRILOKANATH MISRA : I would like Mr. Swaran Singh to deny 
it I do not believe in what Moscow says or what Pravda says, or, least of 
all what Mr. Bhupesh Gupta says.... 

(Interruptions) 

SHRI A. P. CHATTERJEE ; The U.S. President, Mr. Nixon, is going 
to Faking. 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA : Nixon is running after Chou-En-Lai. 
There is no doubt about it.... 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : Now, Sir after the election debacle.... 

(Interruptions) 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : Please ask your question. There sould 
be no interruptions.... 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA ; My last question is that the USSR is 
also guilty of supplying spares to Pakistan, and thus perpetrating the 
genocid. The USA is also perpetrating it. Now, in this context may I ask 
M. Swaran Singh what he is going to do about recognition of 
Bangladesh. He says that it is neither here nor there. It is not contained 
in the Calling Attention Motion. So many things are not contained in the 
Calling Attention Motion. Mr. Swaran Singh's name is not in the Calling 
Attention Motion. All the same, he is replyinn to it. I would therefore 
ask him : What is the latest attitude of the Government of India so far as 
the recognition of Bangladesh is concerned ? Unless they recognize it, 
unless they take a categorical decision in the matter, these things are 
surely to continue. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : Sir, about the first question, I would 
like the honourable Member to have a second look at my statement 
about it. He has referred to the statement that I made to the Press on my 
arrival at Palam airport after visiting several capitals. He has based his 
first question on a wrong quotation from my statement. And I am not 
expected to reply if the statement is read out of context, and also the 
statement upon which he bases his question is not correct. I never made 
any statement to mislead any body, and the charge is absolutely ill- 
founded and ill-conceived. 

In the second question he says that there is a new change in the 
situation on account of the process of detente that has been started 
between the People's Republic of China and the USA. It is a very 
signficant development, and I have already made a public statement 



about this new development. But I do not see as to what connection this 
has with the US supply of arms. Both the USA and China have been 
supplying arms to Pakistan even before this process of detente, and I do 
not see what is the qualitative change, at any rate, in this process of 
detente. This is a separate, significant development. But at this moment 
we are discussing the question of arms supply to Pakistan by the USA. 
The third question he asked was, whether as a result of Pakistan's efforts 
to serve the United States and China to come closer to each other, is 
Pakistan likely to get more arms ? I cannot reply to this question either 
in the affirmative or negative. All that I know of is, even without this 
Pakistan we getting arms and is likely to continue to get arms both from 
the People's Republic of China and also from the US. Then lastly he 
asked whether I am able to say what is the total quantity involved in 
these transactions. I have already said that the figure given by Senator 
Church of 35 million dollars worth of equipment being in the pipeline 
does appear to be correct. Whether any more arms come or not I cannot 
say because I cannot foresee or foretell what the future supply is likely 
to be. 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA : Under the agreement orders mostly 
have been places. There must be some figure in the agreement. I went to 
know whether he knows anything about the figure. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH: There is not one agreement, Mr. Misra. 
You should try to understand that they have placed several orders, under 
that relation of the original ban which the US Government had placed 
after the 1965 conflict. There are two separate things. One is exception 
to supply of non-lethal equipment. I have said that the quantity in the 
pipeline is likely to be of the value of about 35 million dollars. Whether 
more will come I cannot speak on behalf of the US Government but 
perhaps he can, Mr. Misra, not withstanding his protest to the contrary. 
Then he asked about the press statement about USSR's supply of spares 
for military equipment to Pakistan. The USSR Government has very 
clearly made a statement that after April, 1970 they have not supplied 
any arms or any spares to Pakistan and I have no information to the 
contrary. We should accept the word of the Government of the USSR 
when they categorically say that they have not supplied any arms or any 
equipment or any spares to Pakistan after April, 1970. 

SHRI SUNDAR SINGH BHANDARI (Rajasthan) : Have they 
included spares ? 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH: Yes. 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA : The US also said specifically. 



SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : I do not think they have said so 
specifically. If they have said that they have not supplied, I will accept 
that statement. 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA : They said that they supplied because 
they have an agreement. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : Mr. Misra, why should you talk on 
behalf of the US Government ? 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : The US is saying that it is supplying... 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA ; When did they say ? 

(Interruptions) 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : The last question he repeated was 
about the Government's policy in relation to the recognition of 
Bangladesh. I have already made a statement and 1 have said that this 
matter is under constant review. We are not opposed to the recognition of 
Bangladesh. We will take a decision at the appropriate and suitable time 
and we will not hesitate to recognise Bangladesh when we find that it is 
in our national interest and also in the interests of peace and in the 
interests of the freedom fighters. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : Do I take it that in principle it is agreed 
that Bangladesh should be recognised ? 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : I have said and 1 would repeat that we 
are not opposed to the recognition of Bangladesh. 

SHRI NIREN GHOSH : There are Directive Principles in the 
Constitution it is agreed. Why do you talk of principles ? 
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SARDAR SWARAN SINGH ; Sir, so far as information about the 
supply of arms, their quantum and nature, by the United States to 
Pakistan is concerned, besides the information to which I have made a 
reference in my statement, we have information from other sources also. 
That is why 1 have said in the statement that the figure that is given by 
Senator Church appears to be nearer the correct figure. This is based on 
our own sources of information. Then the second question that he asked 
is. Have the US leaders ever said as to why they are supplying arms to 
Pakistan ? Yes, this question has been asked on several occasions since 
1954 when they first started supplying arms to Pakistan. And at,that time 
they were clinging to this argument that this arms are being supplied 
for—what they described as the containment of communism, although 
we knew that this is an excuse which is totally untenable. We knew that 
the type of equipment supplied by the United States to Pakistan was 
meant against India. And from they very beginning we have been 
making that position clear. 

Then the Hon. Member has asked as to whether they have been 
saying that they are supplying arms to Pakistan to wean them away from 
China. Yes they have been using that argument also not in these terms, 
but somewhat indicating an attitude to that effect because the words that 
the Hon. Member has used are not quite correct. But there is one over* 
riding argument that they always use that they are supplying arms in 
their own international interest, that is in the national interest of the 
United States of America. This again is an argument which is difficult to 



understand. But in international affairs even if any party wants to put 
forth an argument, they have the right to do so. You may accept it or you 
may not accept it. 

Then the third question asked is : Have we told them that giving 
arms to Pakistan by the United States amounts to helping Pakistan in 
their aggressive actions and aggressive attitudes against India ? Yes, we 
have done so, not only now, but even on earlier occasions. 

DR. BHAIMAHAVIR: This is not there in your statement. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : Now you are asking the question, I am 
saying that. I have also said that on several earlier occasions. 

Then the fourth question that he asked is this; He agrees with my 
statement about the proposed or the forthcoming visit of President Nixon 
to Peking and he says that there is a lesson to be learnt that we should 
look after our own national interests. Well, I wish the Hon. Member 
could learn that interests. We always know that we should act in a 
manner which is in our own national interest and we do not require a 
sermon from him, we know what our national interests are. 

DR. BHAI MAHAVIR: Results belie your claims. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : And also he has said that this mean 
that India should be strong. Yes, India should be strong I am not sure 
whether the Party to which the Hon. Member belongs always helps India 
to be strong. The divisive element that they always introduce does make 
India weak and I would request the Hon. Member to approach the 
problems in the correct spirit. That military strength, that capacity to 
manufacture all the arms that we require in the three wings of our Armed 
Forces lies in our economic stength in our industrial growth and above 
all, in the unity of the people and any single formula or prescription that 
the Hon. Member may put forward does not answer that question. We 
have to be strong, we should be strong. This means strength on all these 
fronts rather than paicking up one and trying to toe a particular line. 

Then, Sir, he has made three suggestions. He asked; In view of the 
continued US supply of arms to Pakistan, am 1 prepared to accept' the 
three suggestions that he has made ? I will give reply in one sentence : I 
am sorry, I cannot accept them. 

SHRI KRISHAN KANT : From the whole history of nearly twenty 
year of American behaviour, is it not clear that America is interested in 
creating a certain balance of power in Asia and that is why all the 
various actions that America has taken have been anti-Indian ? Even 



now through arms supply to Pakistan they are trying to created certain 
balance of power in Asia which policy they are persuing. Are they not 
aware that besides arms supply, American ships have been transporting 
soldiers to Bangladesh for genocide ? Even though, America has said 
that they are not doing it, our inforamtion is that American ships have 
been utilised for transporting soldiers; not only ships but some of the 
aeroplanes have also been utilised. It is not also a fact that between 1962 
and 1965, after the India-China war the US gave arms to Pakistan, which 
arms would not be utilised either against China or against the Soviet 
Union, but would be used only against India ?, In 1963 a submarine was 
given to Pakistan by the United States. But that submarine was useless 
against the Soviet Union or China which was not operating either in the 
Arabian Sea or in the Bay of Bengal; it was specifically against India. 
After the India-China war when we want decertatin lethal weapons for 
use against China, we were not given, not even American rifles were 
given to us. Does that not show the anti-Indian stand of America ? 

Sir, certain radar sites were set up in Pakistan and they all confronted 
India. There was a radar site in Multan and that site was utilised for what 
pupose ? For striking down the plane in which the former Chief Minister 
of Gujarat, Mr. Balwantrai Mehta, was killed. Then, when our Minister 
for External Affairs went to Washington, they talked sweetly. The 
President met him. But they kept him completely in the dark and in a 
dubious way supplied arms to Pakistan. Does that not show the real 
intention of the United States of America ? They have been functioning 
in a completely anti-Indian and unfriendly way to us. It is not time that 
we told them frankly, all your actions all these years have been anti- 
Indian and to help a certain power, which is not to the benefit of India ? 

Sir, when my friend says that Mr. Nixon is going to China, it is not 
to see either the cultural revolution or the Chinese culture. He is going 
there because China has now got nuclear bombs, because of the eleventh 
test that they are performing on their nuclear bomb. It is a hard fact 
which counts. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman, how America is behaving is not clear. Even 
on the 5th July, the State Department spokesman said that they had not 
till then got the text of Mr. Yahya Khan's speech which he made on the 
28th June. With all their communication links, with all their scientific 
advancement they could not get a text of Mr. Yahya Khan's speech till 
the 5th of July. So this is how they are functioning, Mr. Deputy 
Chairman, is it not time that we also function, in diis game of balance of 
power, in order to safeguard our interest ? Is it not time that we also have 



understanding with the various Asian countries. After all, understanding 
is growing between the Soviet Union, Japan and North Vietnam. Is it not 
time that we too have a proper understanding of the whole situation and 
have a dialogue with them ? Russia is having a dialogue with Japan. Is it 
not time for us to have a four-power dialogue between Russia, Japan, 
North Vietnam and China ? That time has come. 

Sir, we know that no power in the world functions just on ideology. 
It functions for a country's real interest. Bangladesh, if it becomes free it 
will change the balance of power in Asia which America does not want, 
which the imporialist countries do not want. Therefore, is it not in the 
interest of India that Bangladesh comes into existence because its very 
existence is for the existence of India ? Mr. Kissinger and Mr. Nixon are 
not oblivious of this and that is why they are trying to play it up. May I 
know whether India will look to its own interest ? What ever India does 
for Bangladesh today it will be doing for its ownself. 

(Times-bell rigns) 

Mr. Deputy Chairman, it is said that Mr. L. K. Jha is doing good 
work there. He may be doing good work. But what is the use of keeping 
him there when the information that he gives is useless ? I do not think it 
is any use keeping him there. Why not get him back because we know 
America is determined to pursue its policy ? Therefore, utilise Mr. L. K. 
Jha elsewhere. Do not keep him there. It is time that we act and action 
our own interest. Bnngladesh is going to act as balance of power and the 
power which America is trying to disturb will be harmful to India. 
Therefore, India has to stand on its own feet. Then alone will we achieve 
a proper solution. Nobody else will come to our support. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : I have very carefully noted his views. 
He has not asked any question. Therefore, there is nothing for me to 
reply. 

SHRI NIREN GHOSH : You answered Mr. Bhupesh Gupta. Why do 
you not answer him ? 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : It is difficult to understand what you 
say. 

SHRI CHITTA BASU : Mr. Deputy Chairman, I am constrained to 
say that the statement made by the hon'ble Minister in reply to the 
Calling Attention does not measure up to the requirements of the 
situation. On the other hand, the statement is insipid, weak-kneed and 
capitulating. And that naturally causes anger not only among the 
Members of this House but it also causes frustration among the people 
outside. 



Sir, may I know from the hon. Minister whether he agrees with me 
that it has been the constant policy and endeavour of the United States of 
America to arm Pakistan so that Pakistan can wage war against India at a 
time of their choice ? It has been the policy of the United States of 
America to continue to supply arms to Pakistan right from the year 1954 
and the money value of the arms so far supplied to Pakistan comes to 
about two billion dollars. And not only that, some other NATO and 
CENTO countries have also been obliged as third parties to send arms to 
Pakistan. Therefore, it has all along been the principle and policy of the 
United States of America to strengthen Pakistan against India. And it is 
known to all that all the damages suffered by Pakistan in 1965 have been 
recouped by the supply of spares and military hardware by the United 
States of America. To-day it is estimated by all that the striking capacity 
of Pakistan has far exceeded its 1965 position. In this context, may I 
know from the hon. Minister whether he agrees with me that this arms 
supply from the United States of America to Pakistan is perpetuating 
genocide in Bangladesh and they are perpetuating aggression on 
Bangladesh and also on our country ? Is this not the proper time for us to 
say that our cause is the common cause of the people of Bangladesh 
becuase both of us have been victims of common aggression by the 
United States of America ? If so, does not the Government consider it 
appropriate to recognise the sovereigin Democratic Republic of 
Bangladesh and offer them all kinds of military aid so that they can 
vacate the aggression from the soil of Bangladesh and we can also 
lensure the security and integrity of our country ? Is it not in our own 
interest that the sovereign Democratic Republic of Bangladesh should be 
recognised immediately ? If so, would the Government consider this the 
appropriate time, particularly after the continued supply of arms by the 
United States of America to Pakistan. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : The hon. Minister has replied to that 
question. 

SHRI CHITTA BASU : He has not answered this question whether 
he considers it appropriate to-day to accord recognition to Bangladesh 
because we have been victims of conunon aggression by the United 
States of America. They have committed aggression on our soil and they 
have also coimnitted aggression on Bangladesh. Are we not prepared to 
make common cause with the people of Bangladesh so that the 
aggression by the United States of America can be vacated from the soil 
of Bangladesh and we can also ensure the security and integrity of our 
country ? I would also like to ask whether in the changed context of the 



world situation which has particularly been brought about by the axis 
being established between the United States of America, China and 
Pakistan, the requirement has become all the more immediate for the 
recognition of Bangladesh. May I also know from the Hon. Minister 
whether it is a fact that the United States of America has offered military 
aid worth 5 million dollars to India ? If that is so, will the Government of 
India reject that offer with the contempt, it deserves ? May I also know 
from the hon. Minister why, even after all these things, the Government 
does not declare this act of the United Stales of America as an act of 
hostility, an unfriendly and warlike action against India ? Why is his not 
plucking up courage to declare it in clear and plain terms. Will the 
Government say that in retaliation, they are determined to take certain 
action, namely, stopping repayment of loans, stopping all kinds of 
negotiations with the USA and confiscating all American interests in this 
country, because America should be told in the language that it 
understands ? Will the Minister clarify all these points ? 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : It is true that from the time in 1954 
when the United States started arming Pakistan, Pakistan has already 
received from the United States military equipment worth between US $ 
1,700 million and US $ 2 billion, and this enabled them to have the real 
basis of their Army, their Navy and their Air Force, and this enabled 
them to build their war machine. About the question of recognition, he 
has spent quite a good part of his speech on this. I am sorry I have 
nothing to add to what I have already stated on the question of 
recognition. There is no use linking the same question with several other 
matters. That is the basic, substantive question and we do not do justice 
to this question by linking it with the United States or with China or with 
any country supplying arms to Pakistan. That is a separate, substantive 
question about which I have already stated Government's position and I 
have nothing more to add. Lastly, he asked one specific question as to 
whether India. I would like to say that this mention US $ 5 million worth 
of aid to India I have also read in the newspapers and their statements. 
There is no truth in this... 

SHRl CHITTA BASU: Are you going to reject it ? 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : There is no truth in it. What I have to 
do with resenting ? We are not taking anything. 

SHRISUNDAR SINGH BHANDARI: He say "reject" not "resent". 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : There is nothing, we are not taking 
anything. 



SHRI SUNDAR SINGH BHANDARI: Even if it is. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH ; What do yon mean by "even if it is"...? 
All these are hypothetical things to be answered by the Opposition. 

SHRI CHITTA BASU : What about your attitude ? 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : About our attitude with regard to the 
US supply of arms to Pakistan I have already stated and I would like to 
repeat that in the present stage this amounts to helping the military mlers 
of Pakistan to carry on their atrocities against the unarmed people of 
Bangladesh, and it has always been, and is more so now, a threat to India 
because on Pakistan's own showing they have no enmity with any other 
country except India. So any accrual to the arms strength of Pakistan is 
directly a threat to use and it is for this reason that we have not left any 
of these countries, which are supplying arms to Pakistan, in any doubt 
about the danger that we face on account of any accrual to the military 
strength of Pakistan. 

May I, Mr. Deputy Chairman, submit for your consideration that we 
have heard a fairly large number of observations and that really the same 
questions aie being repeated again and again ? I would like the Chair to 
exercise some discretion and decide as to whether any new idea or new 
question is being asked or whether the same thing is pul over and over 
again. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : Order, order please. 

SHRI M. S. GURUPADASWAMY : Sir, much ground has been 
covered already. I shall be very brief. I want to pose one question to the 
hon. Minister. Do we or do we not understand that the present military 
aid to the military regime of Pakistan has made all the difference 
between victory and defeat to the popular forces of Bangladesh ? Do we 
have this basic appreciation of this situation in this light 7 There is no 
use beating about the bush. Mr. Swaran Singh has very cleverly, in a 
subtle manner said that he is not opposed to the recognition of 
Bangladesh. The question is whether we have not lost the opportunity of 
recognising already. That is the issue before us. 

SHRI A. D. MANI (Madhya Pradesh): We have lost completely. 

SHRI M. S. GURUPADASWAMY ; I have put it that way. In regard 
to this particular matter, the military aid by the United States, I only 
make an observation. I would ask Mr. Swaran Singh whether he would 
share that observation also. The United States has been following and is 
still following a policy which is reminiscent of the attitude of what we 



find in the story of Dr. Jekyll and Mr. Hyde. The US Government is 
adopting the same attitude of Dr. Jekyll in some circumstances and the 
attitude of Mr. Hyde in certain other circumstances. The Government 
there is playing a dual role, a dual diplomacy—an open diplomacy 
where they express a lot of sympathy for the refugees, a secret 
diplomacy where they give all the assistance to the very Government 
who created the situation. May I know whether this is a price that the US 
is paying to the political brokerage of the Pakistani Government for 
arranging the meeting of President Nixon and Mr. Chou-En-Lai. some 
time later ? Is it the commission or is it the price for this political 
mediation ? 

Sir, I would come to the very specific question. It may be too 
difficult for us accept extreme positions. I share the view of the hon. 
Minister—we would not be able take a very drastic, draconian action. 
But I would like to call the bluff the double standard, dual role played by 
the U.S. on this country. At one and they are trying to give us some short 
of assistance for the refugees. At the other end they want to support the 
very regime which is creating this problem. To call a halt to this bluff. 
Sir, may I ask Mr. Swaran Singh to consider seriously whether we 
whould not stop taking any economic assistance for these refugees ? 
This is a very limited step than I am suggesting. Mere protest has no 
meaning, has no relevance. 

But it has got to be accompanied by some action even though it is at 
over cost. We need assistance for the refugees, there is no denying of 
that fact, but in the peculiar circumstances, may I ask the Government, if 
the Government has got a sense of duty to the nation or if the 
Government has got certain standards of its own whether they will say to 
that Government immediately that they will not accept any econonndc aid 
for the refugees ? This is my small question. 

SARADR SWARAN SINGH : About the first question, I agree that 
continued supply military arms by the US to the Military Rulers does 
make a very significant difference in the situation in Bangladesh. It 
heartens them and it gives them the wherewithal. Therefore, from both 
these angles, this is a situation which is a matter of grave concern to us 
and to the people of Bangladesh. It also amounts aiming Pakistan against 
us. For both these reasons, we are totally opposed to the US supply of 
arms'to Pakistan. The second question he asked is whether the US 
Government is having a dual policy. The Policy is there and you can call 
it by any expression—Biblical or literary—but the fact is there that they 
continue to supply arms to the Military Rules and thus continue to 



encourage them. The last question that he asked is whether we should 
stop the aid that comes to us from the US in the matter of refugees. Let 
us try to understand the situation cleanly. The refugees in India are, 
firstly, they are Pakistan's responsibility and we have reserved our right 
to ask for adequate compensation for looking after the Pakistani citizens 
in India. In the second place, this is very much the responsibility of the 
international community. It is no help to India if any country, in response 
to the call of the UN Secretary-General, contributes to the looking after 
of the refugees. This is the international responsibility and we should 
continue to take this attitude that it is for the entire international 
community to look after the refugees and to bear the expenditure. Let us 
not mix our sense of pride with this issue which is a hard and nacked 
issue. It is very much international responsibility and it does not do us 
any good to feel very angry in this matter. 

SHRI NIREN GHOSH ; Just now the Minister has made a very 
revealing statement or remark. It is this that they are Pakistani citizens— 
the refugees—and we are reserve our right to claim compensation. The 
question arises, if we recognise Bangladesh, they will not remain 
Pakistani refugees and they would have become the citizens of 
Bangladesh driven by the Pakistani aggressors into our country. The 
question arises—is it precisely because to avoid that situation, that the 
Government is not giving recognition to Bangladesh ? Though it may 
not be the case but the way he has put it, the question arises and so I 
would like a clarification on this. 

SARADR SWARAN SINGH : Why should you make statements 
which help the other party ? Are you helping them or us. 

SHRI NIREN GHOSH : Mr. Swaran Singh, unfortunately the point of 
view of the Government and we, on the opposition, on this question, on 
certain points, differ. Let us remember it. That is not our fault. We 
wanted to be one with the Government on this question but by way you 
are tackling this, you have dirven us to this position. That is a very 
unfortunate thing, regrettable thing, but that position exists now. We 
have no other option. 

Secondly, 1 would like to ask—though he has tied to by pass the 
question—if the question of recognition and arms supply is not related. 
Now, after March 25 if we had given recognition then we would have 
given them arms. Of course, after recognition if would have become our 
commitment. Then if the US continued to supply arms to Pakistan, in 
that case it would have become clear that the USA is supporting 
Pakistani aggression in Bangladesh and liuiia is actively supporting the 



freedom struggle by recognising that country and giving them help. Is it 
because of that you are not in a position to go against America? Is it 
because you are afraid of that you do not take up this position ? It said in 
the country that the Government of India cannot do without American 
aid. If that is the position, if America does not want that recognition 
should be given to Bangladesh, you are unable to take up a different 
position. 

I would also like to ask another thing. Are you considering any other 
step except what you say, a strong note 7 If you are not prepared to 
precisely define it, at least give us some indication and say whether you 
are prepared to take any other step to exprets our disapproval or whether 
you are contining yourself merely to that note and nothing else. Pakistan 
has declared a temporary moratorium on debt payments. It says: our 
economy is in a crisis and we have no foreign exchange. In view of this 
crisis they have declared a moratorium. As far as we are concerned, the 
situation is being accentuated by this arms supply, some 70 lakhs have 
already crossed over the border, and our economy is cracking. Whether 
we like it or not, the international community is not giving us that help 
and our exchequer has to bear the burden. I have no worry on that score: 
we should bear that. There are horrible conditions there and if occasion 
arises I will tell the House. How it is a disgrace to the Government and 
how things are being mismanaged; I am not going into all that just now. 
Since our economy is cracking, because of this arms supply and the 
influx of refugees, can we not declare a temporary moratorium on our 
debt payments to America ? Can we not recall Mr. L. K. Jha to express 
our disapproval, not for Mr. L. K. Jha's work there : that is another 
question. We can recall our Ambassador and express our protest in that 
way. You did recall our Ambassador from Peking. I am not asking you to 
snap diplomatic relations; I am nust asking you to recall our Ambassador 
to express our disapproval. So I say, do something. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : That is now enough, Mr. Ghosh. 

SHRI NIREN GHOSH : Is the Government aware that our attitute, 
our tackling these things, our enuneiations, are creating a deep suspicion 
in the minds of the people of India about the Government of India, very 
deep suspicion ? Are they aware of it, and will they even now reverse it 
and proceed boldly to give recognition and give arm supply and let the 
freedom fighters fight out their struggle. India should sact as a true friend 
in their struggle. 



SARADR SWARAN SINGH ; I would like to say that both the 
premises on which he based his first two question are completely 
incorret. There is no question of India being afraid of the United States 
or any other country in the matter of taking a decision abdout the 
recognition of Bangladesh. That is a question upon which we will take a 
decision according to our likes. He may not agree with that, but for 
every action, to import the United States opposition to any particular line 
of action as the reason for Government of India taking a particular 
attitude is, if I may say so, completely an embroidery of his own 
imagination and brain; it has no substance at all. 

Then he said that Pakistan has declared a moratorium on foreign 
debts. They have because they were unable to pay any of those debts, 
and what I think the hon. Member is suggesting is that though India may 
be able to repay to debts, it should declare a moratorium with a view to 
showing out anger or displeasure. Moratorium is never declared to show 
any anger or any displeasure. It is a decision which is taken on economic 
considerations. 

SHRIBHUPESH GUPTA : We can do it foj' very pragmatic reasons. 

SHRl NIREN GHOSH : Why are you crying hoarse ? It is a 
contradictory statement. 

(Interruption) 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : Please listen to him. 

SARADR SWARAN SINGH : Luckily for us our economy is not such 
that we have come to such a stage that we should ask for a moratorium. 
Our economy is in good shape, and for looking after the refugees we do 
not require any foreign exchange. We require only our own internal 
resources to look after their requirements of food, clothing etc. The hon. 
friend will never believe that. I cannot help him if he takes a completely 
negative attitude. I cannot give him any help. I know that some parties, 
some friends, do want also to create a situation where they should be 
able to say that the Indian economy also is in a bad way. It is true that we 
are facing a great burden on account of these refugees being on our 
hands, it is a great burden financially, it is a great burden because it 
causes social and economic tensions, it is a great burden because it takes 
all our attention. 
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CALLING ATTENTION TO A MATTER 
OF URGENT PUBLIC IMPORTANCE 
Reported Threat of the President of 
Pakistan to Declare War on India 

SHRI N. G. GORAY (Maharashtra) : Sir, with your permission, I beg 
to call the attention of the Minister of External Affairs to the reported 
threat of the President of Pakistan to declare war on India and the 
reaction of the Government of India thereto. 

THE MINISTER OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS (SARDAR SWARAN 
SINGH) : Mr. Chairman, Sir, President Yahya Khan is reported to have 
said that, "if India made any attempt to seize any part of East Pakistan; 
he will declare War." 

Pakistan has been trying for some time to mislead the world into 
thinking that the situation in Bangladesh is a matter between Pakistan 
and India whereas in fact it is a matter between the military rulers of 
West Pakistan and the people of Bangladesh. It is the Pakistan regime's 
own actions, and the brutalities committed by the Pakistan Army in 
Bangladesh, that have landed Pakistan in a morass in Bangladesh. Only 
a settlement with the a ready elected representatives pf the people of 
Bangladesh will enable the military rulers of Pakistan to extricate 
themselves from this morass. 

So long as Pakistan does not recognise this, the activities of the 
Bangladesh freedom fighters will continue and increase. When the 
freedom fighters succeed in liberating territory in Bangladesh and 
Pakistan uses it as a pretext for attacking us, then I must make it clear 
that we are ready to defend ourselves. 

We have no desire to seize any part of Pakistan. President Yahya 
Khan is either trying to mislead his people and the world at large or 
preparing them for an aggression against India by making such 
unwarranted any baseless statements. 

SHRI N. G. GORAY : Sir, I have raised this question because it 
comes at a time when we have to rethink about the whole strategy. I 
would like to point out first that General Yahya Khan has minced no 



words when he gave the interview to Mr. Nevill Maxwel, the author, 
whom we know very well. He said that if India attempted to step up its 
interference in East Bengal, he would declare a general war and let the 
world take note of it. I would like to know from the Minister of External 
Affairs whether he has tried to understand the implications of this threat. 
Only a few days back our Defence Minister assured the whole country 
that so far as weapon-to-weapon is concerned India is very well 
prepared, but this assurance by him seems to have created no impact or 
no impression on General Yahya Khan. He has been bold enough to say; 
"I will declare a general war and he further goes on to point out: "I am 
not alone." 

So he has really served notice not only on us but on the entire world 
and he is accusing India of interfering in the internal affairs of 
Bangladesh. So the irony of the whole thing is that what started as a 
trouble, as a revolt, of the people of Bangladesh has now been made a 
source of trouble for us, and we are being accused of interfering in the 
affairs of Pakistan. I would like to know how long this Government will 
continue this particular posture which is really heaping humiliation on 
our head. We have to receive all the refugees, and the refugees are 
coming in such large numbers that only yesterday the Minister in charge 
of refugees said that he did not know when the influx would stop. Not 
only that. He said that they had already reached the colossal figure of 70 
lakhs. He said that lakhs of refugess are expected because there is likely 
to be a famine in Bangladesh. So it looks that India will always be at the 
receiving end. On the top of it, Yahya Khan threatens a general war, and 
be also says that he is not alone. What is the reaction ? The reaction is, 
again he has repeated what he said in the Lok Sabha that if we are 
attacked. We will defend ourselves. Is thais ihe posture ? Are we not 
already attacked ? This number of 70 lakhs of refugees, he himself said, 
is a sort of civil invasion. Now, when this invasion continues when it 
continues to a point where the entire economy of this country will be 
ruined, where this country may be involved in communal strife, where 
this, country will be completely humiliated in the eyes of the internal 
world, when all this is happening, all that the Foreign Minister has to say 
in reply in the Lok Sabha and even today is that if we are attacked, we 
shall defend ourselves. When will you give up the defensive position and 
when will you tell the world frankly and unequivocally that India has 
reached its limit of patience, we cannot bear any more now, we just 
cannot tolerate any further civil invasion or any other invasion and we 
will be within our rights to take possession of such territory of East 



Bengal where we can rehabilitate these refugees, and if it means war, we 
are ready. Instead of that, he goes on saying that we shall defend 
ourselves, we shall defend ourselves, and Yahya Khan says that he will 
declare war, I would like to know what posture India will adopt. 

SHRI GODEY MURAHARY (Uttar Pradesh) : He will take note of 
what is happening. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : I hope he does not expect me to 
answer his question. So far as our posture is concerned, I have spelt it 
our very clearly in the statement and I would appeal to the hon. Member 
not to crate difficulties by verbal presentation which is not in our own 
interest. That is the only appeal that I can make. 

SHRI CHITTA BASU (West Bengal): That has been no answer from 
the Minister. 

SHRI CHITTA BASU : May I know from the hon. Minister whether 
he has considered that the question of recognising Bangladesh today has 
acquired reater and larger urgency in the context of what is happening 
round the world? 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH ; Why do you ask me every day ? 

SHRI CHITTA BASU : He says that everyday the question raised by 
me. I raise it every day because according to me, if the Government of 
India is really interested in fulfilling the pledge given by it to the people 
of this country and to the people of Bangladesh, then there is no other 
way but to recognise the free, democratic Republic of Bangladesh. They 
have been saying that they will consider the question of according 
recognition at the appropriate time. They have not ruled it out. If I am 
incorrect, he is on record to say that we are not opposed to giving 
recognition to Bangladesh only a few days ago, a day or two before. But 
the question is not being opposed to recognition, but the question posed 
is whether we are to give recognition today if not tomorrow in the same 
that it has acquired a larger and greater urgency in the charged 
conditions. 

My second question is this. Now I am quite in agreement with the 
Government that we do not went war with Pakistan. But that does not 
mean that we do not want to help in a material way, the freedom fighters 
of Bangladesh who are fighting for the liberation for the freedom of their 
own country. In view of the threat being given by President Yahya Khan, 
does the Government want to slacken the material aid that they propose 
to give. In the existing situation they should make it quite clear to the 
people of the world, to the people of Bangladesh, that the Government of 



India is determined to give all material help and take all possible steps 
for the intensification of their liberation struggle in Bangladesh. 

My second question is this. Pakistan has now given a threat that they 
will declare war against India. It is already not a fact that they are 
waging an undeclared war causing damages to the life and property of 
Indian nationals ? May I know what is the reaction on our Government 
to this kind of undeclared war now being waged by Pakistan even 
today ? 

Again, Mr. Yahya Khan said that he is not alone. What does he mean 
when he says that he is not alone ? Does our Government not see a 
deliberate collusion between Pakistan, the United States of America and 
China in the matter of suppressing the freedom movement of Pakistan ? 
If that is, may I know with measures the Government have taken in the 
matter of countering the this kind of collusion between these three big 
powers and mobilising international opinion in favour of India's position 
and in the matter of strengthening the freedom movement of Bangladesh 
to-day ? 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : Sir, he aksed me as to whether I can 
declare today if we are prepared to recognise Bangladesh. I am sorry my 
reply is in the negative. 

SHRICHITTA BASU : What about tomorrow ? 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : Not even tomorrow. Therefore, do not 
asked this question again and again. The second question that is asked 
is.... 

SHRI RAJNARAIN ; If not tomorrow, then day after tomorrow. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : The second question that is asked is... 
About the second question. Parliament has adopted a unanimous 
Resolution of sympathy and support for the freedom fighters and we are 
doing everything to implement that Resolution of Parliament. 

The third point that he has made is that the Pakistani military regime 
has already driven on to Indian territory a large number of refugees 
which accounts to a sort of civilian aggression. With regard to this 
question of refugees I have enunciated our position very clearly in 
unmistakable terms. 

These refugees are with us on a temporary basis. They must return to 
Bangladesh and it is for this reason that we have been steadfastly 
adhearing to this principle that conditions should be created in 
Bangladesh which would enable these refugees to return, which means a 



Government which represent the people, which consist of members 
already elected by the people of Bangladesh. This is the policy that we 
have pursued and will continue to pursue. It is true that President Yahya 
Khan in his statement has said that they will not be alone and the hon. 
Member wants me to spell out as to who would be those other persons 
who would be with Pakistan. This is not a matter which we can discuss 
in this manner. There is no doubt that there are certain countries which 
have even made open statements that they are likely to be on the side of 
Pakistan. Pakistan is also a member of certain Alliances. But it does not 
serve any purpose for us here to enumerate them now. You can go on 
assessing, but there is no use making public statements as to who will be 
with Pakistan at the time any hostilities star. 

MR. CHAIRMAN ; Mr. Kulkami. 

SHRI CHITTA BASU : What steps does the Government propose to 
take in the matter of mobilising international opinion in favour of us and 
against this threat. 

MR. CHAIRMAN; Please sit down. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : We are all ready doing every thihg 
possible both by contacting the representatives of foreign Governments 
in Delhi and also by contacting there representatives in the United 
Nations and also in the Capitals of various countries. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Mr. Kulkami. 

SHRI A. G. KULKARNI (Maharashtra) : Sir, may I know If the 
Government is aware that their hope that the international community 
will react favourably. 

(Mr. Deputy Chairman in the Chair) 

SHRI A. G. KULKARNI : Sir, the intention of the Government in 
inviting the international community for help in solving the Bangladesh 
issue has fallen flat. I can appreciate the position of the Government 
when the Minister says that he cannot reply to the straight question 
whether the Government will take military action immediately. I can 
appreciate that. But Sir, it is a question of humilitation that is uppermost 
in the mind of every Indian. I want to know whether the Government is 
aware that die arch enemy in all these affairs in the United States of 
America. I want to draw the attention of the Government of the attitude 
of the United States because of which President Yahya Khan, who was 
defeated in 1965, is taking courage again to talk such nonsense that he 
will attack India again. The Government must take some courage to 



show its reaction and recall our Ambassador in the United States, at least 
temporarily for six months. Only if this action is taken, the United States 
will not over-estimate its own strength. Secondly, I want to know 
whether the Government will also take note that like the United States, 
the U.K and the U.S.S.R also have not done anything to stop the 
atrocities of Yahya Khan. The U.S.S.R has not come to our assistance to 
the extent expected. So, Sir, the Government should review the whole 
Bangladesh problem and take proper steps. They should recall our 
Ambassador in the United States. This will create some impact on the 
minds of the American public and some fruitful dialogue will be started. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : I think he has already replied to this 
question about recall of our Ambassador. Let us not repeat the same 
questions to which the hon. Minister has already replied. 

SHRI A. G. KULKARNl: I have raised it in a different context. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : Whatever it is he has replied that the 
Ambassador will not be recalled. 

SHRI A. G. KULKARNl: That question was regarding the dismissal 
of the Ambassador. I have asked for the recall of the Ambassador 
temporarily. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH ; Sir, I do not think it will be wise to 
recall our Ambassador. We must not forget that this suggestion generally 
is made and experience shows that this does not help. We have not 
recalled our Ambassador—our High Commissioner—even from 
Pakistan and even in Peking we keep a mission. Therefore, it is not 
proper for us, merely because we do not agree with the policy of a 
particular Government, to recall our Ambassador. That is not a very 
practicable suggestion. That is all that he has asked. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Mr. Lokanath Misra. 

SHRI BUU PATNAIK (Orissa) : Is the Minister in a position to give 
an assurance... 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : I have called Mr. Lokanath Misra 
please. 

SHRI BUU PATNAIK: I was just asking for a clarification.... 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: But I have to follow the list before me. 

SHRI BUU PATNAIK : I am not making a speech. I am just asking 
for a clarification. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : I think Mr. Misra is also seeking a 
clarification. 



SHRIBIJU PATNAIK; I only wish to know from the Minister... 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : No, no, please sit down. 

SHRI A. D. MANI (Madhya Pradesh) : Sir, he comes very nearly to 
the House. You should please allow him. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : After all, we have to follow the list 
first. 

SHRI V. ANANDAN (Tamil Nam) : It is not a question he is asking. 
He is only asking for a clarification and you can allow him. 

SHRI BIJU PATNAIK : I wish to know from the Minister if he will 
kindly clarify.... 

SHRI A. P. CHATTERJEE (West Bengal) : On a point of order. I 
hope my friend will not take it otherwise. The practice has been that you 
call the list first and thereafter the list is exhausted, if anybody else wants 
to ask for clarifications he can ask. I think the honourable Member there 
can ask for clarifications. Certainly he is entitled to ask for clarifications. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN ; All right, Mr. Patnaik, please sit down. 
Now Mr. Misra. 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA (Orissa) : The United States of America 
has betrayed all the democracies of the world by chasing after Chou-En- 
Lai's favour who is an aggressor thereby ultimately supporting Yahya 
Khan, which has given Pakistan, rather which has emboldened Pakistan 
to throw a challenge to India for war. Our Foreign Minister is very 
complacent when he says that in case of war we shall take up the 
challenge, we shall defend ourselves. I do not know how far the 
gentleman sitting by the side of the Foreign Minister is in agreement 
with him even though outside Parliament House he makes all sorts of 
statements saying that we are prepared to face anything. That is what we 
were also hearing from Mr. lOishna Menon before 1962. And since file 
Minister gets protection from the Chair in regard to our defence 
preparedness in the garb of national interest, all this is concealed from 
the House and no Member of the House realy knows what the Pandora's 
box contains in the shape of defence preparedness.... 

SHRI P. C. MITRA (Bihar) : You know that India has got no 
capacity to defend. 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA: Extra smartness of Shri Mitra will carry 
him nowhere—neither here nor in Pakistan. 

Let me go on with my own queries. Pakistan has already given us a 
warning. This morning during the question hour our Foreign Minister 
said that we have also been served with a warning by China. To that 



particular warning. I have my greatest of objections. India is not a 
student in a Chinese class room where the Chinese Government could 
serve India with a warning. We should have rejected that warning and 
thrown it in the waste paper basket. 

That apart, since Yahya Khan has been emboldened to issue this 
threat, supposing he cooks up a case.... 

SHRl A. P. JAIN (Uttar Pradesh): That is very hypothetical. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : You do not reply to interruptions. You 
put your question. 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA ; I object to Shri Ajit Prasad Jain’s 
remark. He had the experience of being a Central Minister and still he 
becomes irresponsible. Therefore, I take objection to that. People of his 
status should he a little received on matters like this. He should not be 
flippant like others standing in the queue for Ministership. He should not 
be that flippant. 

SHRI A. P. JAIN : I said it is hypothetical. 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA : I should have that reply from Sardar 
Swaran Singh and not from Shri Ajit Prasad Jain till he becomes a 
Minister. He does not count now. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : You put your question. 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA : Shri Ajit Prasad Jain, so far as 
Government of India is concerned, is insignificant, whatever might be 
his loyalty for Shrimati Indira Gandhi. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH: In this respect you are wrong. 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA : He may be somebody in the Congress 
Party. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : He counts a great deal—much more 
than you count in your Party. 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA : But so far as this House is concerned, I 
take no notice of Shri Ajit Prasad Jain. 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA : That is right. It is very well put. 

Supposing in the guerilla warfare launched by the Bangladesh 
people, they take possession of some area in Bangladesh and Yahya 
Khan said that it is because of the interference by the Indisui Government 
and then wages a war against India. In that case, would Sardar Swaran 
Singh give his reaction to such a proposition which is very likely ? 
Probably this appears to be a hypothetical question to Shri Ajit Prasad 
Jain's fertile mind... 



SHRI A. P. JAIN : You said you would not take notice of me. Whey 
do you take notice of what I said ? I think, I am too much in his head. 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA ; In such a situation, what would be the 
reaction of the Government of India ? The Foreign Minister always 
makes tall statements that we have also some nations on our side. Could 
be name any such nation or one such nation on our side ? I shall be 
grateful to the Foreign Minister if he could name one such nation which 
will come out openly in favour of India in the case of a war with 
Pakistan ? In that case, his foreign trip will prove to be worth while. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH ; With regard to the first question. I will 
refer him to paragraph 3 of my statement which I have already read out. 
His second question does not arise out of this. 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA : We do not have a copy of his 
statement. I take objection to this. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: You have heard his statement. 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA : How do I know the third paragraph ? 
The statement was dictated and got typed by him. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : I will read it: 

"When the freedom fighters succeed in liberating territory in 

Bangladesh and Pakistan uses it as a pretext for attacking us, then I 

must make it clear that we are ready to defend ourseleves". 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA : Is that the reply to all the questions ? 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : What about the second part of the 
question ? Can you name any one country which will be with India ? 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : That does not arise out of this. 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA ; Suppose there is a threat of war. On a 
point of order. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : This cannot go on. I am sorry this has 
gone on like this. I am not going to enter into such a discussion. 

Sir, it is amazing that these things are talked in this light manner. It is 
not in our public interest.... 

(Interruptions) 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA: Sir, who is this gentleman to say ? 

(Interruptions) 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : It is not in our public interest to 
disclose those things and I will never disclose them. 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA : Sir, who is this gentleman to say 
that ? Sir, he is going beyond his limits. 



MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : He says that it would not be in our 
national interest to disclose all those things that you are asking. 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA : Is it in the public interest not to say 
that ? 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : That is what he says. 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA : Sir, do you agree on this point ? If it is 
so, then what are we here for ? 

(Interruptions) 

SHRI PITAMBER DAS (Uttar Pradesh) : Sir, at least onepoint very 
clearly arises. He may not like to give the names. But is he in a position 
to tell us that we are not alone ? Can he tell us this ? 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : I have already said that. 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA : How many countries does he think are 
on his side ? 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : He has said that India is not alone. 
That is what he has said. 

(Interruptions) 

DR. BHAl MAHAVIR (Delhi): The Minister is not alone. He has so 
many other Ministers on his side. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : Yes, I am not alone. Dr. Bhai Mahavir 
is with me. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : Yes, Mr. Bhandari. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : Really he has not asked me any 
question except that he has put forward his own thesis of the likely 
unfolding of war-like activities. You cannot expect anybody to answer in 
public as to what action you take when your own security is threatend. It 
will be for the experts to decide as to what action, if any, they have to 
take. 

SHRI SUNDAR SINGH BHANDARI: At least Pakistan is indicating 
them. 

SHRI A. P. CHATTERJEE: We have heard the statement of the hon. 
Minister for External Affairs. If the statement means this that in spite of 
provocations, we shall not be provoked into sending troops into 
Bangladesh, our country will not be provoked into sending troops into 
Bangladesh. Our Party agrees with that proposition. Our Party agrees 
with the proposition that the Indian Government must not send any 
troops into Bangladesh. But, agreeing with that proposition, may I ask 



the hon. Minister... (Interruptions) May I ask the hon. Minister this 
question: As far as guerilla warfare is concerned, the guerilla action in 
Bangladesh is concerned, is it a fact that the statement that ail possible 
help will be given to the guerillas fighting in Bangladesh or for 
Bangladesh, will be stuck to by this Government ? 

My second question is this : If that is the position, then is it a fact 
or not that the guerillas who are going inside Bangladesh, capturing 
Pakistan army equipment come back near our border, and our Army, our 
Border Security Force, is confiscating that equipment on the ground that 
this equipment may fall into the hands of the Communists ? Is it a fact or 
not ? 

My third question is this : Is it also a fact that the guerillas are 
going into Bangladesh, capturing Pakistani military equipment, which is 
being confiscated by this Government and when they again go there this 
Government is giving them only 203 bullets and ordinary arms, and are 
not giving these arms which are being confiscated ? 

SHRI AKBAR ALI KHAN (Andhra Pradesh) : May I appeal to the 
hon. Member to reconsider his question ? 

SHRI A. P. CHATTERJEE : May I ask : Is this the way the 
Government is supporting the guerillas fighting for Bangladesh ? 

My last question is this : The hon. Minister has said that if the 
guerillas.... 

SHRI A. G. KULKARNI: What is the necessity of this question ? 

SHRI A. P. CHATTERJEE : I am entitled to ask questions. My last 
question is this : When the guerillas will be able to liberate the territory, 
if that pretext is made by Pakistan to attack the liberated territory as well 
as our own country. What steps do the Government propose to take ? 
These are my question. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH ; I am sorry that all the facts that he has 
mentioned are not correct. These are questions which are not based on 
facts, these are not at all correct. He has based his questions on 
absolutely wrong premises....(Interruptions)... Let me answer the 
questions. 

SHRI A. P. CHATTERJEE : That is the allegation against the 
Government of India that the Government is confiscating the equipment 
which the guerillas are capturing from Pakistan. I have talked to the 
leader of the guerillas who are actively pursuing the guerilla activities. 
You are sabotaging the Bangladesh struggle. 



SARDAR SWARAN SINGH: I am not generally accustomed to make 
prophesies but I am sure that all Uiat the Member has today stated will be 
quoted against us in the several international forums and I will appeal to 
him not to indulge in this exercise. 

SHRI A. P. CHATTERJEE; On a point of order. 

SHRI NIREN GHOSH (West Bengal) : It is time you desist from 
diabolical activities. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : It is time you desist from fomenting 
anti-national activities. 

SHRI A. P. CHATTERJEE : I charge that Mr. Swaran Singh is a 
person in the pay of the Americans. Therefore he is fighting against 
Bangladesh. 

(Interruptions) 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN ; You cannot make irresponsible 
statements in this House. It is very wrong to make irresponsible 
statements. 

SHRI A. G. KULKARNI : Anything said against the Minister of 
External Affairs should be expunged. All the things said about 
equipments etc. is a political thing and that should go out of the 
proceedings. It will be internationally used against our Indian 
Government. 

(Interruptions) 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN ; Order, please. 

SHRI A. G. KULKARNI : I am on my legs. Let me complete. Mr. 
Chatterjee has taken this occasion to propagate his Party's views which 
are akin to the Chinese and Naxalite views. All this has gone into the 
record. It has to be expunged. Mr. Swaran Singh has rightly replied to 
him. All that Mr. Chatterjee said should go out of the record. It should be 
expunged from the record. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Sit down please. 

THE LEADER OF THE OPPOSITION (SHRI M. S. GURUPAD- 
ASWAMY) : I want to submit that all of us are very much concerned 
about this issue but till now we have been debating this issue, though 
critically, but we never took a partisan attitude. All along, all the political 
parties tried to rise above party interests and took into consideration 
mainly the national interest. To-day, I am sorry to say. Mr. Chatterjee 
indulged in certain things which are not conducive either to help the 
formulation of a policy or to give a redefinition of our attitude or to 



project our thinking in this important matter. On the contrary his 
questioning has exposed us to certain things. I am sure they are not his 
intentions but I would ^peal to him, as a fellow Member, that on an 
important issue like this, when we are formulating a national approach, 
whatever may be the differences between us and the Government—we 
have differences with them—when we are projecting our view, we 
should, I think, be careful and avoid all references which may expose us 
and this country and our people to criticism which will not be good at all 
and which will jeopardise our interests. Therefore, as a Member of the 
Opposition, I appeal to Mr. Chatterjee to reconsider the whole thing and 
whatever may be truth or otherwise of what he said, he should desist 
from making such statement on the floor of this House. 

SHRI A. G. KULKARNI: It should be expunged. 

SHRIM. S. GURUPADASWAMY : I do not say expunged. Let us not 
create to controversy over this issue. In would say that he should not 
press this question further and this does not require any answer from the 
Minster. Whatever may be the differences between us we should confine 
our remarks within the framework that we have been following all along 
and I hope and trust that my colleague, Mr. Chatterjee, will reconsider 
this position and resile from the position he has already taken and will 
not press his question further. 

SHRI NIREN GHOSH : Sir, may I say.... 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : Please sit down. 

SHRI NIREN GHOSH : I have got to say something on what he has 
said just now. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Mr. Niren Ghosh, please sit down. 

SHRI NIREN GHOSH: Afterwards what ? I have to say.... 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I am standing, sit down please. 

As suggested by Mr. Gurupadaswamy, we are just trying to envolve 
a national policy and we must always try and think from this point of 
view whether our saying anything or asking any question will serve the 
national interests or not. If it does any harm to the national interests I 
would appeal to hon. Members that they should desist from making such 
observations and from asking such questions in the House. 

The hon. Member Mr. C-hatterjee has also made some very 
objectionable remarks about Sardar Swaran Singh. When we are 
performing our duties in this House.... 

SHRI A. P. CHATTERJEE ; I am prepared to withdraw provided he 
withdraws the word 'anti>national'. 



MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : ...hon. Member should use responsible 
language in the House. The paramount consideration in everybody’s 
mind should be that we will not do anything which will do even the 
slightest harm to our national interests. 

Now, Mr. Bhupesh Gupta. 

SHRI A. G. KULKARNl : What about the records ? The records 
should be corrected. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : I will go through the record and see 
what can be done. 

SHRI NIREN GHOSH : Sir, I do say that it sould have been proper 
for you to make your observations after you have heard me. Upon Mr. 
Gurupadaswamy's remarks without allowing me to say anything you 
stood up and from the Chair.... 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : It is not necessary that every Member 
should be allowed to say something after one Member has mentioned 
something. 

SHRI NIREN GHOSH : Please let me finish. From the Chair you 
made certain observations and by way of reply and explanation I would 
like to say this that it is quite correct that we should try to evolve a 
unanimous approach to this question but unfortunately you, as well as 
the House, and the entire country, know that the Government is not 
doing so. That is the trouble; that is the point of difference. They have 
succeeded in dividing the country. Now, Sir, in a renowned paper like 
the States 1 am with a banner headline that report appeared which was 
referred to by Mr. Chatterjee, and so far they have not come up with any 
rejoinder or any denial. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: He has already denied it today. 

SHRI NIREN GHOSH: Today fifteen days back that report appeared 
with a banner headline and it is not a party paper. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : It is all right; he has denied it now. 

SHRI NIREN GHOSH : We know from experience that they are 
engaged in divisive activities; the Government of India is engaged in 
divisive activities harmful to the freedom struggle and is it not the right 
of Members of Parliament to expose it ? Would we not betray the trust 
that is reposed in us as Members of Parliament if we did not bring it to 
the notice of the country ? We should always remember that. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : I never said 'you'. May I clarify ? I 



never said that any of the Members is anti-national, but I did say that to 
raise this discussion is not in our national interest. 

SHRINIREN GHOSH: You used the word 'anti-national'. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : Anything that is not our national 
interest is anti-national. 

SHRI NIREN GHOSH: Go through the record. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : I did not say that any Member is anti¬ 
national, but what he said is anit-national and 1 repeat that. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA (West Bengal) : Yahya Khan’s—I do not 
call him President now a day's—statement came almost immediately 
after the announcement from Peking and Washington that Mr. Nixon 
would be visiting China. Therefore, there is some connection between 
the announcement of the proposed Nixon visit to China and Yahya 
Khan's statement threatening a general war against our country. It seems 
that the first contributory act of the proposed Nixon visit to China is the 
statement of Yahya Khan threatening war against our country and yet we 
are told that the Peking-Washington detente would lead to the relaxation 
of international tension. We are very happy that at least in the 
Democratic Republic of Vietnam, the central organ of the Working 
People's Party of Vietnam. "Man Dan" has come out with an editorial 
which was reproduce here yesterday in which the Nixon doctrine has 
been denounced and the proposed visit has been branded as a move to 
have some kind of compromise between the big powers at the cost of the 
small nations and various other things have been said. Well, Sir, coming 
from the Democratic Republic of \^etnam such an open, frank and 
forthright castigation of the Nixon policy in relation to the proposed visit 
to China is certainly welcome and that only shows that the potential 
allies of India are... 

DR. BHAI MAHAVIR : Have these things anything to do with this 
Calling Attention motion ? 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : Please do not disturb me. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN; Please do not disturb him. 

DR. BHAI MAHAVIR : You are not talking on the Calling Attention 
motion, but.... 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : I am talking on the Calling Attention 
motion, just as you talk. I need not be told how to talk. When you 
discuss so many things I do not object. The moment I say this thing, my 
friend gets up. 


(Interruptions) 



DR. BHAI MAHAVIR : You propagate the point of view of the 
USSR even on this. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : This is objectionable. They do not want 
any friend at. They are interested in communal riots in our country. This 
is what I say. If you are interested in friends, then at least try to 
understand their reaction to the proposed Nixon visit to China. 

SHRI MAHAVIR TYAGI (Uttar Pradesh) : Do not speak in tone of 
Yahya Khan. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : I think you speak in the tone of Chenghis 
Khan. There is some connection. The war declaration has come after the 
announcement of the proposed visit of Mr. Nixon. Now, in this 
connection one thing I do not understand. Why should Sardar Swaran 
Singh say that he welcomes the style of Chinese diplomacy ? What is the 
style in it ? He welcomes the style, but we would like to have some 
substance put in. The style, if at all as Machiavellism. There is no other 
style in it at all. This kind of style or diplomacy is harmful to the cause 
of world peace, harmful to the relavation of international tension and 
certainly in our context extremely harmful to our national interest also. 

Naturally, Sir, nothing is to be welcome. I believe some smart ICS 
officer sitting in the Secretariat has coined this phrase, "Style of 
diplomacy is to be welcomed". This is the style of the ICS. Sardar 
Swaran Singh is a wiser and more mature man. He should not take such 
things from the Secretaries and other people. There is no style in 
Chinese diplomacy. It is absolutely bad style. As a Communist I feel 
ashamed that a country with a socialist leadership, which belongs to 
Communism, should have entered into this kind of gun-boat diplomacy 
with President Nixon whose hands are dripping with the blood of the 
Vietnam people and who is supplying arms to West Pakistani troops. 
Therefore, I think... 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: You ask your question please. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA ; The style part is over. I do not blame 
Sardar Swaran Singh for it very much because I thought that he was 
trying to use some very smart phrase. He did so—and you also do so— 
and it is wide of the mark. 

Now the question arises. My friend has pointed out here. It is a very 
significant statement that if you try to take any part of territory of East 
Bengal or East Pakistan, we shall declare generd war against you. This 
is an advance preparation for what in international law is called 
'creations of casus bell'. When the liberation force enter Bangladesh, 



taking territory after territory ultimetely reaching Dacca, even before 
that, the West Pakistani troops and Islamabad will say that India is taking 
the territory. Therefore the declaration has to be implemented, a general 
war against India. That is the motive behind it. It is the preparation. 

Now, Sir, I think here also we should take into account this threat 
also apart from his preparing the ground for an attack against our 
country. We need not be upset by it. I entirely agree with him. We are 
prepared for it if they do so. They are also trying to restrain by this kind 
of statement India help to the liberation forces. They want to blackmail 
India into a position of retreat instead of going forward in helping the 
liberation forces. Sir, Bangladesh shall be liberated by the freedom 
flghters of Bangladesh with the abundant support and goodwill of the 
entire people of our country. 

1P.M. 

I have no doubt about it. We are not for war against Pakistan. We are 
not for armed intervention against Pakistan. But we are committed as a 
nations as a people, as a kith and kin, to give full support to the 
liberation fighters of Bangladesh, and we shall continue to do so 
whatever the threat or from wherever the arms may come to Islamabad. 
That is the position and it should be clearly stated. 

Sir, this statement is also intended to provoke India and acts of 
indiscretion. Therefore, I am in agreement with Sardar Swaran Singh 
when he asked us to be restrained because General Yahya Khan has 
some political motives behind making such statements. He thinks that by 
making such statements he would put our people off the ground and 
make us say or do something which he may exploit for his won ends. I 
think we shall not play into his hands.... 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: That is enough. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : Let me finish Mr. Yahya Khan, That is 
the position. Therefore, in this matter two things clearly stand out. The 
only lesson we draw from General Yahya Khan's statement is that we 
should recognise Bangladesh as soon as possible, if possible tomorrow, 
if possible today. Why I say this is because General Yahya Khan is 
creating legal ground for his action, a fake ground. Certainly, recognition 
of Bangladesh will create a locus standi for us, to render more help than 
the Indian are already giving at this time. I am not mentioning the help 
by Government of India. Therefore recognition is important. Massive 
assistance should be given. And why not from this side and from the 
other side also thousands and thousands of people, well-trained, well- 



equipped, organised into a truly national liberation front march towards 
the centres of power. We should be interested in that. Sir, I think these 
are the two conclusions that we should draw from the statement.... 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: That will be enough. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA ; ... and we should not allow ourselves to 
be upset or provoked. 

Finally, with regard to the appeal. An appeal is not needed here. I 
entirely agree that we meet the situation only through a united national 
approach and there cannot be a national approach unless both sides of 
the House make a common cause to speak, as far as possible, in one 
voice, act as one man and also stand before the world representing the 
entire people of our country. 

Sir, this matter will not be settled through supplementaries. Such 
international questions are not decided by asking supplementaries or 
through clarifications put to the Ministers and answer given by them. 
Some of the things we should speak in Parliament. Other things we shall 
deliberately not speak in Parliament. For them there are other channels 
communication between the Opposition and the Government. This is 
what should be done.... 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : All right. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA ; Yes, Sir, this a very critical situation. 
China, the USA and Pakistan are lined up against us. Do not under¬ 
estimate them. Let us not take a dispondent view that India does not 
have friends in the world. We have many more friends than either the 
USA or China or Pakistan or all the three put together. Let us have that 
confidence. It will be seen at the testing time who has more friends. We 
have friends because our stand is honourable and just, because we stand 
for the United Nations Charter. I am sure the conscience of the world is 
not lost and they shall really, nation after nation. Let us not take a roll 
call of the nations to see as to who is supporting us and who is not 
supporting us... 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : Please sit down. That would be 
enough. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : Finally, the Government should also seek 
the opinion of the Opposition constantly, have constant consultations 
with them because they have grievances and other things. They have 
suggestions to make so that they can be communicated in a manner 
which would net be needlessly liable to misuse by others or exploited by 
others. I think the Government should maintain proper initiative in this 



matter. Consultation with the Opposition is very essential at every step 
with a view to not only arousing the national conscience but also with a 
view to ensuring that it is implemented. At the same time we should also 
put our influence... 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN ; That will be enough. 

SHRl BHUPESH GUPTA ; Please do not disturb me. I am flnishing. 
We should give all help to the national liberation forces in the 
Bangladesh and to the freedom fighters. All freedom fighters should 
unite in a National Liberation Front. That is a pre-condition for the final 
dictum. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH ; I am thankful to him for putting 
several aspects in proper perspective. I have taken a careful note of some 
suggestions that he has made. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : Mr. Patnaik. 

SHRIBUU PATNAIK (Orissa): I have only one question to ask. 

SRHISITARAM KESRI (Bihar); I want to put a question. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN ; I have already called one Member 
from your Party. 

SHRI BUU PATNAIK : I am sorry that the hon'ble Minister made the 
statement that he will not entertain the question of recognising 
Bangladesh today and not even tomorrow. Does he realise that when this 
statement goes out into the world press and to Pakistan what reaction it 
would have on the morale of the freedom fighters of Bangladesh ? The 
Prime Minister in this House has wisely stated that this refugee influx is 
only for six months. 

She set a time limit and it was said that if it is not solved within six 
months. India would be forced to take certain steps. And to make a 
further impact on the world conscience, Ministers went round the world. 
So will not the External Affairs Minister cosider revision of at least this 
portion of his statement that is, "I will not recognise Bangladesh today, 
certainly not tomorrow" ? This I think, is going against all the policy 
statements that he has made so far, all the policy statements that the 
Prime Minister has made so far, all the policy statements the two House 
of Parliament have heard so far. The Prime Minister said six months. 
The External Affairs Ministry in its wisdom may extend it by another 
three months. But to say "not today, not tomorrow" is going against the 
Prime Minister's statement and Resolution of Parliament. I would 
request the hon. Minister to revise that portion of his statement. 



SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : May I clarify ? I would only appeal to 
the hon. Members that in a matter of that importance, the same thing 
need not be repeated again and again, I would like, however, to clarify 
that when I say "tomorrow" it does not mean any time in the future. 
Today is Wednesday, Tomorrow is Thursday. I mean only these two 
days; because you go on asking me, "Are you prepared to declare it 
today". I said "No". 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : He has clarified that by "tomorrow", he 
meant Thursday only. 

SHRI GODEY MURAHARI : I thing Mr. Swaran Singh is not 
authorised even to say that tomorrow he will not recognise it. This 
evening the Cabinet may meet and decide to recognise Bangladesh. How 
is he authorised to say "Tomorrow I will not recognise it" ? This is 
absolutely wrong. He should not make such a statement. He can say, "At 
the moment, I have no intention of recognising it." But he cannot pre¬ 
suppose that he will not recognise it this evening or tomorrow. The 
Cabinet may meet the next hour and decide. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : Perhaps the hon. Minister knows the 
mind the Government better. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : If that happens, I will come to the 
House and announce it. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : Mr. Rajnarain. 

SHRI MAHAVIR TYAGI ; I take it that the meaning is that they a 
going to recognise Bangladesh at the appropriate occasion. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN ; Mr. Rajnarain. 
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SHRl BHUPESH GUPTA ; I entirely agree with him. Sir. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : Sir, I do not think that he has asked 
any question. There is no question that he has asked except that he has 
given certain views. 

Sir, I would only like to say one or two things about the questions 
that he has specifically asked. He has mentioned that there may be an 
attack by Pakistan against us in the Jammu and Kashmir territory or any 
other territory. In this respect, the Defence Minister has already made 
clear statement that we are fully prepared to defend our territory and to 
defend our sovereignty and integrity. You cannot expect either the 
Defence Minister or any other spokesman of the Government to spell out 
the details as to how this defence has to be organised. 

SHRIN. G. GORAY : He mentioned the name of one General. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : Whether it is one General or two 
Generals it is immaterial. 

SHRI N. G. GORAY : No, he only wanted to know whether you are 
aware of it. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH ; We are aware of it and we are aware of 
it much more than he is aware of it. 

SHRI N. G. GORAY : Naturally it should be so. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : Now, Sir, he has raised several 
questions about the Resolution of Parliament, about the action taken by 
us, etc. I would humbly ask him to have a look at the Calling-Attention 
Notice. This relates to the war threat by President Yahya Khan and this 
does not at all arise out of the Calling-Attention Notice. So, let us 
observe some rules of relevance any way. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : Mr. Nawal Kishore. 

SHRI NAWAL KISHORE : Sir, before I put any question, I would 



like to make a small request to you and that too with the best of 
intentions, to kindly change, if possible, the timing of these calling- 
Attention Motion, particularly when they are in connection with the 
External Affairs Ministry. This is just a request to you. Now, so far as the 
Minister is concerned, may I ask. 

SHRI SUNDAR SINGH BHANDARI ; What is the implication of 
this ? We would like to know. Sir, 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : He has only made a suggestion. 

SHRI SUNDAR SINGH BHANDARI: When he says that this should 
not be at this time, particularly when he is relating to the External 
Affairs Ministry, what does he mean by it ? 

SHRI NAWAL KISHORE (Uttar Pradesh) : I made a request to you. 
That's all. May I ask the hon. Minister or EXTERNAL AFFAIRS of shed 
off his indifference to the fast changing events of the world and tell us 
frankly whether he and his Government would ever act on their own, 
because the story goes round that the Indian Government never acts; it 
only reacts. 

Sir, after the declaration of President Nixon's visit to China, Pakistan 
has changed its position from being defensive to offensive and has 
threatened us with a general war. And still. Sir, there is no reaction of the 
Government, except the statement of the External Affairs Minister that 
we would defend when attacked. My I know : Is there anything in the 
mind of the Government to take any strong action is advance ? And, Sir, 
lastly, will the Government now start immediately giving military 
supplies, if not troops, to Bangladesh ? 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : These cliches that the Government 
only reacts but never acts, have become quite old. And for a senior 
member just to pick up these phrases and frame a question on them does 
not behave his seniority and dignity. 

The second question that he asked is; Are we going to change our 
posture from being defensive to offensive... 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : We should be prepared to defend 
ourselves. That is the best form of defence. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : Then he says that no reaction has 
come. This is the reaction that I have given to this House. I gave a 
statement in the other House yesterday. There was a statement by 
President Yahya Khan and there is a statement by me. This is the 
reaction.... 


(Interruptions) 



May I request the hon. Member to think over, when he goes home, 
the implications of the question that he has put ? I have no doubt that he 
will agree with me that his question was ill-conceived. You should never 
put any idea of that nature and you should try to understand the 
implications when you make a suggestion of that type. I have no doubt 
that in a calmer moment he will agree with me that this is not the form in 
which questions should be put or in which the questions should be 
answered. I will only appeal to him to think over this matter once again, 
and not ask me to spell out any thing. It is unwise to pose a question in 
that form. 

About the third question, 1 would not like to reply at all. 

SHRIMAHITOSH PURAKAYASTA (Assam) : May I know from the 
hon. Minister of External Affairs whether the Government of India's 
attention has been drawn to a report published in the first page of daily 
'Dawn' of Karachi, dated June 9, 1971, on the visit of Dr. Kissinger, 
President Nixon's Assistant for National security affairs, I am quoting an 
extract from that. It reads as follows : 

"According to foreign diplomatic circles here..." 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : Why should we put in Pakistan’s point 
of view in our Parliament ? 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN ; You can only ask a question. Why do 
you read it? You need not read it. Just put your question. 

SHRI MAHITOSH PURAKAYASTHA : Background is necessary. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : Why do you want to quote it ? 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : Why do you put forward Pakistan's 
point of view here 7 

SHRI MAHITOSH PURAKAYASTHA : According to foreign circles, 
the U.S. officials, that is. Dr. Kissinger and others, are exploring the 
possibility of placing a United Nations force on the border as a check 
against the possibility of breaking out a conflict between the two 
countries. 

May I know from the External Affairs Minister whether Dr. 
Kissinger, when he was here, discussed this point with the leaders of our 
Government and may I further know whether it is to paye the way for 
posting a United Nations force on the India-Bangladesh border that 
General Yahya Khan is talking of war ? 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : How can such a question be 
replied to ? 
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RESOLUTION URGING THE GOVERNMENT OF INDIA TO 
RECOGNISE THE SOVEREIGN DEMOCRATIC REPUBLIC OF 

BANGLA DESH. 

SHRI PRANAB KUMAR MUKHERJEE (West Bengal) : I beg to 
move 

"That this Hosue urges upon the Government of India to recognize 
the Sovereign Democratic Republic of Bangladesh, to establish 
diplomatic relations with it and to make a declaration to that effect 
before the conclusion of the current session of Parliament." 

Sir, the content of this Resolution is not new. In various forms, 
through Short Duration Discussions, through Calling Attention Motions 
and in various other ways we discussed the question of recognising the 
Sovereign Democratic Republic of Bangladesh on many occasions in 
this House. If I remember correctly, on the 31st of March this year we 
passed a Resolution unanimously which was moved by the Prime 
Minister herself in which we said in the last part: 

"This House records its profound conviction that the historic upsurge 
of the 75 million people of East Bengal will triumph. The House wishes 
to assure them that their struggle and sacrifices will receive the whole¬ 
hearted sympathy and support of the people of India." 

The same Resolution was passed by the Lok Sabha as well. Since 
31st March four months have elapsed and now it is high time for us to 
think what we have done actually for the recognition of Bangladesh, for 
fulfiling our commitment, for giving effect to the pledges we solemnly 
made in the Solidarity Resolution. We sent our Diplomatic Missions to 
the various countries and our Foreign Minister led the Delegations in 
some of the very important countries as it appears from the statement 
which he laid on the Table on 25th June, 1971. In the statement he had 
stated: 

"Between 6th and 22nd June, 1971 I visited Moscow, Bonn, Paris, 
Ottawa, New York, Washington D.C. and London in that order." 

What was the actual outcome ? He has supplied also along with the 
statement the joint communique issued by the various Foreign Ministers 
along with Mr. Swaran Singh and from the contents of the joint 
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communiques we find actually what we received for Bangladesh for the 
evacuees who are coming to our country not in hundreds or thousands 
but in lakhs. In the statement the Minister has stated : 

"I also clarified and it was by and large accepted that any military 
assistance to the military rulers of Pakistan as this juncture would have 
the effect of encouraging and sustaining them in their antipeople activity 
and any economic assistance to them would be tantamount to condoning 
their deplorable action in East Bengal." 

This the Minister said on 25th June, 1971, and the joint communique 
was issued along with the Foreign Secretary of the USA on 17th June. 
He tried to impress upon the US and other foreign Missions that any 
military assistance even at this juncture to Pakistan, to the military junta 
of Pakistan would be tantamount to the violation of the international law 
and principles of humanity and would help the military junta, the ruling 
clique of Pakistan to perpetrate their barbarous activities against the civil 
population of Bangladesh. The tragedy is this. Immediately after this 
joint communique issued by the Foreign Secretary along with our 
Foreign Minister, a ship-load of arms in Padma was sent to Pakistan. 
What was the outcome of the foreign diplomatic missions which he led 
only the Soviet Governement assured the Government of India in the 
joint communique issued by them that they will keep in constant touch 
with the Government of India and will keep a watchful eye on the 
happenings in Bangladesh. 

What have the other Governments stated ? What have other Foreign 
Ministers assured ? They have assured their assistance for refugees of 
Bangladesh. Sir, they talk of political solution; they express their desire 
that some sort of solution should be found out and the barbarities 
perpetrated on the civilian population of Bangladesh should come to an 
end. Thus far and no farther. Mr. Chairman, Sir, since then, may I ask the 
hon. Foreign Minister. What they have done to reach a political solution 
of which they are talking so much ? May I know from the Government 
of India what positive steps, what concrete steps, they have taken to see 
that a real political solution in accordance with the will of the people of 
Bangladesh is evolved and this large infiux of refugees which throws a 
heavy burden on India came to the end ? if you look at the course of 
events they reply will be that the Government of India has done nothing 
so far. Mr. Chairman, it has been stated that the Government of India 
will take action at the appropriate time, they will recognise the 
Governement of Bangladesh at the appropriate time. What is meant by 
’appropriate time' ? Which is the appropriate time ? When will this 



appropriate time come ? Will it be appropriate time when the 75 million 
people of Bangladesh are totally liquidated, when the one crore Hindus 
living in Bangladesh will cross over and come to India. When every 
freedom loving persons of Bangladesh, when every plitically-conscious 
young man of Bangladesh, when every vesting of intelligentsia of 
Bangladesh will be totally liquidated ? Then and then only will be the 
appropriate time for them to accord recognition to Bangladesh ? Mr. 
Chairman, Sir, is it not according to the principles of the United Nations, 
according to the laws established by the inter national community, high 
time for the Government of India to accord recognition to Bangladesh as 
a soverign democratic republic ? Sir, you yourself are an eminent jurist 
of high standing and you yourself know that according to international 
law all the conditions have been created for the recognition of the 
sovereign democratic republic of Bangladesh. It has been pointed out by 
eminent jurists like oppenhein add others that if a community renders 
habitual obedience to an established Government and occupies definite 
portion of territory then that community is entitled to have recognition as 
a soverign democratic entity. Mr. Chairman, Sir, on 14th April this year a 
full-fledged Government has been set up under the Presidentship of 
Mujibur Rahman with an acting President, Mr. Nazrul Islam and that 
Government is now conducting military operation; it has named its 
military commandant and it has launched a liberation movement or 
freedom struggle in Bangladesh. It has been admitted not by the Indian 
press alone, not by the Indian politicians alone but it has been admitted 
by almost all foreign diplomates and by many foreign parliamentary 
delegations, and foreign jurnalists who have visited Bangladesh that 
practically 80 per cent of the territory of Bangladesh inhabited by 75 
million people of Bangladesh is under the actual control of the liberation 
army while the troops of the Pakistan Army are occupying only certain 
cantonments and certain towns and cities where they are perpetrating all 
kinds of atrocities on the civilian population. The civil administration is 
practically run by the soverign democratic Government of Bangladesh 
headed by Mujibur Rahman under the Chairmanship of Mr. Nazrul 
Islam. 

Therefore, I do not know what prevents the Government of India 
from giving recognition to the Sovereign Democratic Republic of 
Bangladesh unilaterally. Are we afrid of the Gobbelsian propaganda of 
Pakistan ? Are we afraid that if we take action to recognise the 
Sovereign Democratic Republic of Bangladesh unilaterally world 
opinion will go against us ? 1 do not find any reason why the 



Government of India should be so shaky, should be so hesitant, should 
not speak in unmistakable terms. The Government of India should take a 
decision not keeping their eyes towards other countries, not looking to 
the Gobbelsian propaganda by the military junta ruling Pakistan. 

There has been an attempt to show that what is happening in 
Bangladesh is the creation of India. Pakistan did that in past. They are 
doing it in the present and they will do it in the future. You can not stop 
it. You can not stop the Goebbelsian propaganda machinary of Pakistan, 
but what are the facts ? Mujibur Rahman himself admitted, when he 
gave evidence in the Agortola conspiracy case, that it is Mujibur 
Rahman who was the first signatory for the condemning Indian 
aggression in 1965 and that communique was issued by the Governor of 
the then East Bengal. Therefore, there is no point in saying that what is 
happening in Bangladesh is the creation of India. Pakistan may say it 
and some of the camp-followers of Pakistan may beleive it, but the bulk 
of the world community and most of the nations will not believe it. They 
know that Mujibur Rahman's aims are fixed by the Awami League, that 
the election was fought on that programme and they get the massive 
mandate of the people of Bangladesh. That is not the certain of India. 
That is not the creation of the Indian Government or of the people here. 
It is essentially a movement created by the people of Bangladesh. It is 
essentially a movement which has its origin in the socio-economic 
conditions of Bangladesh. If we go through the six-point programme on 
which they fought there election, on which they got massive support 
from the people, we will find that in the six-point programme there is 
nothing which is pro-India. In six-point programme on which they got 
their massive mandate from the 75 million people of Bangladesh there is 
not a single word which can be interpreted, which can be accepted as 
pro-Indian. These people are not doing anything in favour of India. 
These people are not doing anything on being instigated by India. The 
six-point programme is entirely based on the socio-economic problems 
of Bangladesh. They want to have autonomy. They want to have the 
right of self-determination. They want to get themselves freed from their 
economic exploitation. They want to have control over foreign trade. 
They want to have their own economic rehabilitation. They want to fight 
out against the exploitation committed by a small section of the West 
Pakistan peoploe by keeping political power in West Pakistan. They 
want to have cultural emancipation. Is it wrong ? Has it not been stated 
categorically in the Charter of the United Nations in article I that every 



nation, every group of people, which has a distinct culture, which has a 
distinctracial affinity Will have the right to propagate its own ideas ? 
They will have the right to resort to all sorts of democratic practice to 
fulfil their desire. Has it not been stated in the Charter of the United 
Nations ? Article 1 (2) says : 

"To develop friendly relations among nations based on respect for 
the principle of equal rights and self-determination of peoples, and to 
take other appropriate measures to strengthen universal peace." 

It is not a fact that in the Charter of the United Nations the right of 
self-determinations has been accepted ? The very principle of the United 
Nations, the very convention of the world body is that the right of self- 
determination is the most important right. If the 75 milion people of 
Bangladesh want to assert their right of self-determination, want to have 
autonomy, want to control their own fate, want to have mastery over 
their lot, what stands in the way ? How does it become Indian 
propaganda ? 

How does it become an aggression by India ? How does it become 
an attempt to secede from Pakistan ? Mr. Chairman ? I do not understand 
what prevents the Government of India from according recognition to 
Bangladesh. There are ample intances in the international law. Is it not a 
fact that in 1903 when Panama seceded from Columbia, within a week 
the United States recognised Panama ? Within a week the United States 
recognised Panama and prevented Columbia from asserting its control 
over Panama. Is it not a fact that even before the formal declaration of 
independence the United States broke off from the motherland, the 
United Kingdom ? Then in 1766 within one month of having a separate 
State France recognised the United States. Is it not a fact that when 
Greece declard its independence in 1827, within a week four European 
States accorded recognition to it ? Is it not a fact, Mr. Chairman, that 
when Rumania, Bulgaria and Serbia seceded from the Ottoman Empire 
within six weeks of its declaration of independence, they were accorded 
recognition by the European powers ? There are ample examples in the 
international law. Then I do not understand why recognition should not 
be given by us to Bangladesh. It is on humanitarian grounds that we 
should accord recognition to them. Is it not a fact that brutalities, 
barbarities are being perpetrated on the people of Bangladesh, on the 
civilian people of Bangladesh ? There are ample reasons why the 
Government of India should come forward and accord recognition on 
humanitarian grounds. What happened in 1876 when Rumania, Bulgaria 



and Serbia seceded from the Ottoman Empire ? Civilian people were 
killed, they were butchered, massacre took place. And as a result of that 
almost all the European States took up arms against the Ottoman Empire 
and they gave recognition to those countries. Therefore I do not find any 
reason why the Government of India should feel hesitant. I do not know 
how much time they will require to come to a decision. On other 
occasions while were having discussions on the refugee influx, it was 
stated—and the Government refused—that they were not prisoners of 
indecision. They might have a very clear opinion in their minds. Sarder 
Swaran Singh may be very clear at out the stand taken their minds. 
Sarder Swaran Singh may be very clear at out the stand taken by the 
Goverfnment of India. The Prime Minister may be very clear about the 
stand taken by the Government. But Mr. Chairman, I frankly admit my 
shortcomings. I fail to understand any clarity in the policy of the 
Government of India. How muchtime will they take ? How much time 
would they have to wait for before giving recognition to Bangladesh ? 
What conditions have to be fulfilled, according to the Government of 
India, for determining that unless and until these conditions are fulfilled, 
we shall not accord recognition ? The Foreign Minister should say. The 
House should be taken into confidence, the people should be taken into 
confidence, in a democratic country nothing should be done in secret, the 
people should be taken into confidence and here and now the Foreign 
Minister should speak to the House as to what conditions should be 
fulfilled under which the Government of India can give recognition to 
the people of Bangladesh. 

Mr. Chairman, I am not talking of intervention, though intervention 
is justified according to international law under similar circumstances. I 
am not saying that the Government of India should take up arms and 
stand up against the Pakistan military people there. I am not talking of 
that although there are sufficient reasons to say that it is high time that 
the Government of India took up arms and stood up against Pakistan. 
But I am not talking about that. What I want is, they should give 
recognition to Bangladesh. Let the people of Bangladesh fight 
themselves in their liberation struggle; let them encounter the military 
rulers. They are competent enough to do that. But we have to recognise 
them, we have to give them international status, we have to recognise it 
as a sovereign democratic republic and we have to give due weight, due 
consideration to the people there as revealed through the massive 
mandate in the elections that took place in December. Mr. Chairman, Sir, 
on many a time on the very floor of this House, it has been discussed 



how many times the intrusions took place on the Indian Border by 
Pakistani army. 

12 Noon 

Only the other day the Home Minister in reply to a question on the 
floor of this House stated the number of Pak intrusions in West Bengal 
was 13, Assam 3, Tripura 13, totalling up to 29. The number of firings 
by Pakistani Army into the Indian border West Bengal, Assam and 
Tripura came to 109, 28 and 104 respectively. The number of Indians 
citizens killed by Pakistani Army was ; West Bengal 11, Assam and 
Meghalaya 31 and Tripura 30, totalling up to 77. The number of persons 
injured was 135. All these intrusions have taken place since May 1971,1 
am not talking of air intrusions. Is it not sufficient ground for 
intervention on the plea of self-defence as prescribed by international 
law ? Still Mr. Chairman. I am not talking on intervention. My demand 
is very modest. I am very humble in putting my demand. Let us 
recognise the Government of sovereign Democratic Republic of 
Bangladesh, give them assistance and extablish full diplomatic realtions. 
Let them Conduct their own liberation movement for their freedom. Let 
us give them international status. That is what we want. Is it too much 
that I am asking for ? Then why did we pass the Solidarity Resoultion ? 
What was the need of it ? Did we just want to give them a little hope ? 
Did we want to bluff them ? Did we want to hoodwink the real desire of 
the people of this country represented by this Government ? Will we not 
feel ashamed if the Bangladesh people condemn us ? Will they not say, 
"Well we are fighting against the millitary people of Pakistan, when we 
are fighting against one of the most powerful military personnel in the 
world, we have natural expectations that our neighbouiing countiy with 
which we have cultural bondage, with which we have racial bondage, 
will come forward with assistance. Mr. Chairman, if any Bangladesh 
freedom fighter, if any freedom fighter of Bangladesh now feels that the 
Government of India by its dill-dallyiqg policy has deliberately forsaken 
its commitment, what is strange about it ? Mr. Chairman, again, I repeat 
that the Governement of India is suffering from indecision. They are 
prisoners of indecision, and sometimes they are taking very wrong 
decisions. They say that these evacuees will go back if the normal 
situation is restored. I did not know how this normal situation will come 
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back, how these people will go back. Is it a not fit case for the 
Government of India to place before the comity of nations the question 
of these seventy lakh refugees ? We are passing Budgets and 
Supplementary Demands. But what have we done for the refugees, the 



evacuees of Bangladesh ? The basic question remains. If these people 
have come to our country, it is not my fault. They have come to this 
border not because of our fault. Can we not speak in unmistakable terms, 
can we not speak to the military rulers of Pakistan that if they propose to 
send refugees with the idea of destroying our economy, we shall not 
remain a silent spectator ? We must rise to the occasion. Cannot the 
Government speak in those terms ? 

Mr. Chairman, Sir I am a simple man. I am a very common man. My 
language may be broken and my voice may be feeble. But why should 
the Government of India speak in a feeble voice and why should the 
Government of India speak in broken language, in a half-hearted 
language ? Why they cannot speak in unmistakable terms ? Since the 
very day of the Nehru-Liaqat Ali Pact the Government of Pakistan is 
flouting all sorts of international agreements. 

They are perpetrating genocide. They are committing brutalities 
against the civilian people. At first, they did it on the Hindu population 
living there. Now they are doing it indiscriminately on Hindus and 
Muslims, Each and every Bengali is a victim of the military junta's 
barbarous atrocities in Pakistan. Therefore, Sir, we are disappointed. We 
feel extremely disappointed. We do not know what is in the mind of the 
Government of India. We have doubts that they may forsake their 
commitment. We are drifting from the commitment that we have made. 
The hon. Foreign Minister may deny it. He may say that we are still 
sticking to our commitment. But it is the apprehension of the common 
people that perhaps the Government of India will do nothing. When the 
emotional stage is over, the people who are now emotionally surcharged 
may forget it. Mr. Chairman if it continues for days together, for months 
together, for years together, psychologically one is bound to gforget it. 
Perhaps the Government of India is waiting for that moment. As soon as 
the emotional stage is over, as soon as the people forget it the 
Government will cast its commitment to the winds. If the Government of 
India thinks so, if that is what is in the mind of the Government of India, 
Mr. Chairman, Sir, as a very ordinary, common citizen of the country. I 
can tell you and through you, this Government, that they are living in a 
fool's paradise. What is happening in Bangladesh and what is happening 
in West Bengal and other eastern parts of the country will have a serious 
repercussion on the economy and politics of this country. We cannot let 
them loose. We cannot allow them to forget it, we must take a stand and 
that stand should be clear and it should be clear and it should be spoken 
in unmistakable terms, in unambiguous terms. Mr. Chairman, Sir, I do 




not understand what the Government of India will do with this problem, 
with these refugees. The Government of India was saying at first that 
they would go back within three months. Now they have extended the 
time to six months. Perhaps they will come forward with an other 
extension of time for more than one year. It is not a question of six 
months, it is a question of how you deal with it. If you are convinced 
that until and unless there is a political solution, until and unless there is 
a non-conununal Government and the people's desire is given effect to 
by the popular Government these refugees will not go back, what are 
you doing to get that situation created in Bangladesh ? That is my 
question. And I have failed to get reply to this question as to what the 
Government of India is going to do to get a climate created in 
Bangladesh in which these people can go back. The Foreign Minister has 
expressed the hope that these refugees will go back if favourable 
circumstances are created and normalcy is restored. But who is coming 
to your help ? Who is taking your brief? What are the international 
organisations doing 7 (Time bell rings) I am finishing. The United 
Nations is trying to pose it as a matter between India and Pakistan. It is 
trying to sand observer to both India and Pakistan. What business has the 
United Nations to send observers here ? What was U-Thant, the 
Secretary-General of United Nations, doing when genocide was taking 
place, when foreign delegations reported on it, when the Labour Party 
leader in the House of Commons in the United Kingdom described it as 
one of the most tragic happenings of this century, when the Canadian 
delegation said that there was hardly any precedent for such blood 
curdling atrocities committed on the civilian population by the military 
administration in Pakistan 7 What was U-Thant doing then 7 Why didn't 
he convence the General Assembly within 24 hours 7 If after the 
nationalisation of Suez Canal, if after the developments in Lebanon in 
1958, the U.N. General Assembly could meet within 24 hours, why did 
not the General Assembly meet in this case 7 

Why did not the General Assembly meet to pass a resolution 
condemning the barbarous atrocities of Pakistan 7 (Time bell rings) Sir, I 
know my time is limited. I am going to finish. I want to request the 
honourable Foreign Minister again, let not the policy of the Government 
of India be limited, let not the policy of the Government of India be 
delayed, let the Government of India speak here and now in 
unmistakable terms, in unambiguons terms, that we are committed to the 
people of Bangladesh, not only in the interests of the liberation forces, 
but in the interests of ourselves. 

With these words. Sir, I conclude. Thank you. 



The question was proposed. 

SHRISITARAM KESRI (Bihar): Sir, I move : 

1. "That in the Resolution— 

for the words, 'to establish diplomatic relations with it and to make a 
declaration to that effect before the conclusion of the current session of 
Parliament, the words, 'at the appropriate time' be substituted." 

SHRI J. P. YADAV (Bihar); Sir, I move : 

3. "That in the Resolution— 

after the words, 'to establish diplomatic relations with it', the words 
'to give military and other assistance to it' be inserted." 

The questions were proposed. 

SHRI M. C. CHAGLA (Maharashtra) : Mr. Chairman, I think it is 
agreed on all hands that what has been happening in Bangladesh is not 
only a crime but a tragedy. History has known many dark ages. History 
is full of deeds which make our blood curdle. But I think what has 
happened in Bangladesh is practically unprecedented. Every principle of 
international law, every purpose that is write large in the United Nations 
Charter, every convention of human rights has been violated, crushed 
under feet, deliberately without any compunction, without any 
justification. I do not think history records in the long period in which 
history has been written, a spectable so horrible, so in-human, so 
reveling, as the one that we have been witnessing in Bangladesh. And 
the question I want to ask myself is—I will try to be as brief as possible 
because I know many want to participate in this debate—how has India 
reacted to this crime ? I will deal with how others have reacted. But our 
interest and our concern is to find out how India has reacted. When this 
shocking crack-down as it is called was reported to India the Prime 
Minister instinctively reacted to it with horror and disgust. I very often 
found that the honourable Prime Minister's first instincts are sound. But 
then something happens. And in this case the instinct was converted into 
hard thinking, into considering the pros and the cons, in balancing the 
interests of our country, the prejudices of other countries, and so on. I 
say this with respect to my very great friend, the honourable External 
Affairs Minister. This is what always happens. And in this case the 
instinct was converted into hard thinking, into considering the pros and 
the cons, in balancing the interests of our country, the prejudices of other 
countries, and so on. I say this with respect to my very great friend, the 
honourable External Affairs Minister. This is what always happens when 
the External Affairs Ministry gives advice. I know the Ministry fairly 



well and 1 can say that the officers of that Ministry are loyal, devoted, 
able and competent. But—and this is an important 'but—the Ministry 
suffers from the defect which every bureaucracy suffers, and that defect 
is that they believe in the status quo, they believe in precedents, they 
believe in pouring over tomes of international law, and so on. And they 
found there was no precedent for what has happened. Sir, how, can there 
be a precedent of what has happened in Bangladesh ? What has 
happened is that a lawfully constituted Government, a Government 
elected through the ballot box, has been subverted by a minority by the 
most violent means that history has ever known. 

You will note that this is not a case of secession. If anybody has 
seceded, it is not Mujibur Rahman, but Yahya Khan because as a result 
of elections Mujibur Rahman would have been the Prime Minister of 
Pakistan, But Yahya Khan could not brook this. Therefore, the majority 
was sought to be subverted by a whole-sale massacre or, what is known 
in the English latiguage, genocide. Even genocide does not fully describe 
what happened in Bangladesh. 

As was pointed out by the mover of the Resolution, the Prime 
Minister rightly came to this House and the other House and got a 
Resolution passed unanimously on the 31st March and wanted us to 
agree with the Government, to sympathise with what is happening there 
and also to give support. We have given full sympathy. Sympathy does 
not cost us anything. All over the country, there is a tremendous feeling 
that we should sympathise with the suffering of the people of 
Bangladesh. What I want to ask the Government and my friends is. What 
have you done to support Bangladesh.... 

SHRI AWADHESHWER PRASAD SINHA (Bihar) . You do not 
know that, Shri Chagla ? 

MR. CHAIRMAN : Please do not interrupt. 

SHRI M. C. CHAGLA : 1 am sure my hon. friend is wiser than I am. 

SHRI AWADHESHWAR PRASAD SINHA : You don't know what 
support we are giving. Being an ex-Foreign Minister, you are supposed 
to know better. Do not be partisan. Mr. Chagla, you should be impartia 
so far as facts are concerned. 

SHRI M. C. CHAGLA : I do not know why interruption is called for. 
Have I misstated any fact ? 

SHRI PITAMBER DAS (Utter Pradesh): Some people rush in where 
angels fear to tread. 

SHRI M. C. CHAGLA : The question that I want to ask is this : 



Either the hon.* Minister or other hon. Members will answer that I 
believe. What have we done to support Bangladesh effectively ? The 
only way to support Bangladesh was to have immediately recognised 
their Government when it was formed. I say this with deliberation and 
with a sense of full responsibility that the failure of the Government to 
recognise Bangladesh at that time is the greatest blunder we have 
committed. I say history will never forgive us for this. 

Recognition of Bangladesh would have meant first of all recognition 
of a Government (as a neighbour) which was friendly to India. In the 
second place it would have undone much of the harms of partition. In the 
third place, it would have completely buried once and for all the two- 
nation theory which is one of the most evil doctrines that has been 
started before partition and which led to what we all know the breaking 
up of our motherland. Why was this recognition not given ? I want to 
examine the reasons. First it was said that internationally we could not 
recognise the government. I Sir, emphatically differ from that view. As 
far as I know the international law, I do not pretend to be an expert—it 
is clearly established that whether to recognise a country or not is 
entirely within the discretion of the country which is to give recognition. 

It was within our discretion either to recognise Bangladesh or not. I 
would depend on our national interest. Secondly, Sir, it was said that 
there was no properly constituted Government or that conditions did not 
exist with regard to the formation of the Government which would 
justify the recognition of Bangladesh. There again. Sir, I differ. One of 
the tests for recognition is legitimacy, A country has to ask itself, "Is the 
Government I am recognising legitimate". If it is then that country has 
every right to recognise the other country. 

Now, Sir, I ask this question : "On whose side is legitimacy ? Is it 
on the side of Yahya Khan or is it on the side of Mujibur Rahman ?" Sir, 
what has happened in Bangladesh was not a military coup where a 
legitimate Government was overthrown and till the Government was 
properly established and people could give allegiance to it so that some 
sort of legitimacy is there. But in this case, it is clear beyond doubt that 
the legitimate Government of Bangladesh, even of Pakistan, was the 
Government constituted by Mujibur Rahman through democratic 
processes; through the ballot box. Yahya Khan was a rebel. Yahya Khan 
had no justification, legal or otherwise to subvert a legal, democratic 
Government formed in Bangladesh. 

SHRIKALYAN ROY (West Bengal): What about Gen. Franco ? 

SHRI M. C. CHAGLA : Yes, I would say that it is so. But, even in 
Franco's case, he came as a sort of an outsider. But it is true that he tried 



to subvert the constitutional Government of Spain in the unfortunate 
civil war days. Sir, that was not a case again where a majority was trying 
to keep the minority within its fold, within the fold of the country. As I 
said before, Yahya Khan is representing a minority and it was the 
minority that was trying to subvert the majority not by political means, 
but by ^e very simple means of massacring as many millions of them as 
possible so that the majority should become the minority. 

Sir, the most important result of recognition of Bangladesh would 
have been that legally, legitimately and under international law, we could 
have supplied arms to Bangladesh and if we had supplied arms to 
Bangladesh, then Bangladesh would have been in a position, if not 
completely to drive out the Pakistan army, but at least to keep a large 
part of Bangladesh within its jurisdication. Within its domination, within 
its control. But, by not giving arms to Bangladesh, by not recognising 
Bangladesh, you have permitted a situation to arise in Pakistan which is 
disastrous for the country. Now what has happened ? Sir, the poor 
Bangladesh has been swept by the Army. 

Pakistan is in military occupation of that country. These brave, gallant 
men—and my heart goes out to them and one is moved to tears when 
one thinks of what Bangladesh is going through—are carrying on 
guerilla warfare there. But the Government should have foreseen and I 
accuse them of negligence, grave negligence. They should have foreseen 
that if they did not resist the Pakistani military machine, not by going 
there and fighting themselves. I am not suggesting that...but by 
recognising Bangladesh and giving all arms to Bangladesh, the result 
would have been that hundreds of thousands of these refugees would 
have not come to India. 

They have come to India. But this Government could have prevented 
it. I say it could have prevented this. These 6 million refugees would not 
have been here. 

Now, Sir with regard to refugees, I wish to say something. Sir, I pay 
handsome compliments to the Government for what they done for the 
refugees. I think we should be proud as a country that we have taken 
upon ourselves the burden of receiving them, housing them and feeding 
them. It means a tremendous burden on our economy. Taxation is high 
enough but I see, my friend, the finance Minister, is going to ask for 
.Supplementary Grants in the Lok Sabha very soon. But, Sir how long are 
we going to bear this burden ? I wish to assure this house that the 
international community is not going to help us all the time. A lot of 
money has been given by some countries. 



SHRIKALYAN ROY : Very little. 

SHRI M. C. CHAGLA i But this is only for this year. If these 
refugees continue to come from year to year we will not be able to get 
anything at all and if we have to maintain these refugees indefinitely, 
what is going to happen to our economy ? Six million people are to be 
absorbed. 

SHRI KALYAN ROY : Nine million people. 

SHRI M. C. CHAGLA : Already there are many unemployed people 
in our country. We do not give them subsidy. It is a shame. 

But with regard to these six million people... 

AN HON. MEMBER ; More than six million. About 8 million 
refugees are there. 

SHRI M. C. CHAGLA : With regard to these 8 million people, we 
will have to feed every month, we will have to shoulder the burden of 
everyone. We will have to clothe everyone and how long can India face 
this ? Sir, with great respect to the Prime Minister, she has been saying 
and I have yet to see—that these refugees will go back. Will the hon. 
Minister, in heaven's name tell me how they will go back. How is the 
Prime Minister going to see that the refugees will go back ? She cannot 
drag them out. You are not dragging them out. 

SHRI KALYAN ROY : After their death, they will go back 
spiritually. 

SHRI M. C. CHAGLA : But six million people take some time to die 
and they will produce some children also. There is no way. I know that 
Except that I am not going to suggest anything about sending these 
refugees back to Bangladesh. 

Now, Sir we have to be strong. We forget that we are a great nation. 
We should be one of the big powers. But we act as if we are a second 
power. 

SHRI KALYAN ROY; We are. 

SHRI M. C. CHAGLA : Yes, we think how Egypt will react. But I 
want to know whether Pakistan ever thinks how India will react. In this 
House also what has been troubling the Government, my hon. friend 
may say it or not, but actually what has been troubling them is they are 
waiting for somebody to recognise it, they are waiting for Russia to do it 
for us. Why should Russia do it for us ? Why should we wait for Russia, 
why should we wait for anybody ? Sir, in the past, on great many 
occasions, when Shri Jawaharlal Nehru was the Prime Minister, he has 
given the lead to Asia in the world, he has spoken with a voice which 



has been listened to by the whole world. In every case when liberty was 
endangered. Where there was political corruption in the sense that 
certain important principles were violated, when there was tyranny, 
when there was injustice, he stood up, he raised his voice—not waiting 
to see what others will say—and his was the first voice and that voice 
was listened to and followed by whole Asia. 

Sir, this is what we should do. Finally I will say about the reaction of 
the world. The resolution says that we should recognise Bangladesh 
before the end of the session. I say : 'Recognise it now, this minute. It is 
late, it is very late'. It will be a belated nation but even now we can do 
something. At least we can tell the world that we are taking the initiative 
in this matter. About the reaction of the world. I have never been more 
disillusioned, more disappointed, more disgusted than to see the way the 
world conscience has reacted to what is happening in Bangladesh. What 
has happened to the world conscience ? It is muted, it is silent or it is 
dead. What has happened to non-alignment ? What has happened to 
Africa and what happened to the Arab World. Sir, I have stood here as 
Foreign Minister day in and day out and I was attacked for the 
Government's policy on UAR. I justified it because I said we must 
support Nasser who stood for secularism against Muslim fanaticism and 
I think I was right then, but to day I am sorry to say that the UAR has 
become as communal, as fanatical as any other part of Arab World. Sir, I 
do not want to tax your patience. May I conclude in one sentence ? The 
Government must face the consequences of doing the right thing. If 
something is in the national interest, it does not matter what will happen. 
If Pakistan goes to war, we can take on Pakistan. We have taken her on 
before and we will take her on again and let the Foreign Minister 
remember that Pakistan has been and will always be our enemy. China I 
am not afraid of China will make some noise as she usually does but I 
am not afraid of attack from China. What the Government needs today is 
courage, a sense of national interest and I want to assure the Foreign 
Minister that if he were to take a referendum in India today, 90% will 
ask for the recognition of Bangladesh. 

SHRI BIPINPAL DAS (Assam) : The Developments in Bangladesh 
which we have discussed several times in this House have to be 
recognised not as an internal affiar of Pakistan. It has become an 
international question and therefore we have to examine this question 
not only on the basis the issues involved in the struggle of the people of 
Bangladesh but also in the context of the international implications. 

[ Mr. Deputy Chairman in the Chair ] 

It is absolutely wrong for anybody to believe that Pakistan was 



created to serve the cause of Islam or the interests of the Muslims. What 
has happened in Bangladesh in the last four months has proved beyond 
any shadow of doubt that the life, honour and property of even the 
Muslims—millions of them have become absolutely insecure in the 
hands of a Muslim Government, in a country claimed to be governed 
under Islamic laws. The extent of mass klling and mass murders 
committed by the Muslim army on the Muslim population in Bangladesh 
has thrown into pale insignificance the extent of suffering caused to the 
Arabs by the Jews in West Asia over a period of 20 years of war. 
Pakistan sometimes—why some times, very often—accuses India of ill- 
treating the Muslims. It is now for the whole world to see which country, 
whether it is Pakistan or India which guarantees greater security to the 
life, property and honour of the Muslims. The happenings in Bangladesh 
have not only exposed the myth of the ocratic State but has also 
exploded the so-called two nation theory itself. 

The fact is that Pakistan was never created for the good of the 
Muslims. It was creation of Anglo-American conspiracy backed by the 
capitalist—landlord bureaucratic combine of Pakistan or a free 
exploitation of the poor masses of. Pakistan on the one hand and to build 
a military potential against India on the other hand. Neither Britain, nor 
the USA sincerely wants India to be prosperous or strong and they have 
always used Pakistan as an instrument to serve their own ends. I do not 
know if the ruling circles of Great Britain have started doing some kind 
of rethinking about their attitude towards Pakistan after what has 
happened in Bangladesh. But let us not forget that it was primarily the 
British much more than the Muslim League itself which had planned 
Pakistan and till the other day they have always supported Pakistan as 
against India. Britain is no longer a great power and therefore the burden 
of the baby has been safely shifted to the care of the Americans. No 
other country has been so thoroughly exposed by the developments in 
Bangladesh than the United States of America. They talk of democracy, 
of human rights, of human values and so on and so forth, but still most 
shamelessly they are giving arms aid to Pakistan to continue to commit 
genocide on the people of Bangladesh, llie fact has been established 
beyond any shadow of doubt now that Pakistan is nothing but an 
American base in the sub-continent and the Pakistani rulers are acting as 
the agents of Pentagon and CIA in order to serve the interests of 
imperialist powers and never the interests of their people. 

Sir, I am not at all surprised to see China also standing by the side of 
the military junta of Pakistan as against the people of Bangladesh. Their 
move for a rapprochement with America makes their international 



character much more clear. That a communist country professing to 
stand by the side of the peoples struggling for freedom and social justice 
can go to the extent of supporting a regime engaged in acts of 
exploitation, mass murder, mass raping and even to the extent of moving 
closer to the greatest imperialist power on earth is candal of Himalayan 
magnitude. The real character and intentions of China have been 
thoroughly exposed today. The Sino-American rapprochement move be 
an entirely development, but I do not think it is entirely unconnected 
with the issue of Bangladesh, particulary when Pakistan has successfully 
played the role of a broker in this nefarious game of great power politics, 
politics of spheres of induence. It is in this context. Sir that we have to 
examine the question of Bangladesh and determine our course of action. 
The first thing that I would suggest is that our forign policy needs an 
immediate reorientationed, and before we find ourselves entrapped by 
the policy of encirclement pursue by China, USA and Pakistan 
combined against our country, we should take steps to that any attempt at 
encirclement is broken through by countermeaure in the international 
field. I would strongly suggest that it is time we realised the herd reality 
of the developing situation and built up much closer and much more 
intimate relations with Soviet Russia on one hand and Japan on the other 
in order to safeguard our national interests and national security. The 
foreign policy of a country does not depend on the ideals or ideological 
considerations or on the character of the social systems of different 
countries. It is based on and must be based on consideration of national 
self-interest and national security. It is for this reason that I strongly 
advocate closer relations with Russia and Japan. Such a policy will help 
not only this country but also the people and the cause of Bangladesh 
ultimately. 

The struggle of Bangladesh is basically a struggle for democracy and 
human rights. We are not concerned with whether Pakistan remains 
united as one country or breaks up into two or more units. That is a 
question for the people of Pakistan to decide and find out. But we are 
certainly concerned with the values of democracy, with the values of 
secularism, with the values of human rights and with the values of 
socialism. It is from that angle, it is from that consideration that we have 
declared our support and sympathy to the people of Bangladesh in their 
struggle against ^e Pakistani Junta. The question has been raised : What 
have you done to translate your resolution into action ? I do not think 
this can be discussed in detail here in the public interest. But I am sure 
that most of the hon. Members are aware of what is actually happening. I 
believe the Government are doing their best to translate the Resolution 



into action in the way they have considered fit and proper. Now, Sir, one 
thing should be... 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA (Orissa) : Then, shall we stop the 
discussion ? 

SHRI BIPINPAL DAS : I am coming to that. I know you always talk 
for the American imperialists. One thing must be fully understood. The 
people must right out their own war of liberation. Any liberation that is 
achieved by armed intervention from outside may lead to very dangerous 
consequences and, therefore, it is for the people of Bangladesh and the 
Mukti Fouj to fight out their own battle of liberation. In this connection 
while speaking in the last Session of this House I made one suggestion. 
Why not pick up at least a lakh of youngmen from out of the refugees, 
arm them and help them, so that they can fight out their own battle of 
liberation against the Pakistan junta ? I repeat that suggestion and I have 
reasons to believe that the suggestion i.e. I made in the last Session has 
not fallen on deafears. I cannot discuss the matter in detail here. As I 
have said, it will not be in the public interest. But what is actually 
happening in Bangladesh today convinces me that things are going on of 
the right line in the sense that the Mukti Fouj have been able to step up 
their operations and have been able to create serious difficulties for the 
Pakistan Army. It is for this reason that there is now a move for posting 
UN observers along the India-Pakistan border. It is a move to stile the 
activities of the Mukti Fouj or to blunt the operations of the Mukti Fouj. 
It is a move to transform the whole issue—the issue of the Bangladesh 
people fighting against the rulers of West Pakistan—into an Indo— 
Pakistan issue. This move is there only because the Mukti Fouj has been 
able to step up its operations and create serious difficulties for the 
Pakistani rulers. We should bewere of this. We should be on our guard 
regarding whatever action we want to pursue. We must not do anything 
which may cause any harm to the struggle of the Mukti Fouj or give the 
impression that ultimately this is not a question of people of Bangladesh 
fighting the rulers of Pakistan; but it is an Indo-Pakistan conflict. We 
must not give that impression. If Pakistan attacks us tomorrow, certainly 
we shall fight back and defend our country. But I am not in favour of 
doing anything on our own initiative which might lead to a direct armed 
confrontation between India and Pakistan. 

Therefore our entire policy and approach should be to help those 
people to help them to fight and fight their own battle to success. I have 
no doubt in my mind that ultimately the people of Bangladesh will 
succeed have no doubt in my mind that ultimately the Mukti Fouj will be 
able 1 liberate their country from the hands of the Pakistani Army, and to 



that end I think we should carry out our policy, pursue our policy in the 
matter of giving support. 

Now, Sir, the question raised by this Resolution which is before this 
House is about recognition. I do not think there is anybody in this 
country who is on principle opposed to recognition. If I remember 
correctly, even the External Affairs Minister said that the Government is 
not opposed to recognition of Bangladesh. The question is when. We 
say, people say, many members have said, Mr. Chagla has said, it is 
already too late. Now, the question of recognition of Bangladesh is a 
matter which cannot be decided by anybody. It will have to be decided 
by the Government itself in accordance with their own judgement. They 
are the best judge of the situation, of the circumstances in which they 
have to act in this matter. Therefore, I do not think that it will be 
advisable on our part or appropriate on our part, to try to force the 
Government regarding the time factor. We may be dissatisfied, we may 
think that it is too late and that things are developing in a direction which 
will ultimately harm our own interests. We may suggest, we may advise, 
we may put pressure, we may say anything. But the ultimate 
responsibility in this matter lies with the Government. And therefore it is 
for the Government to decide, it is for them to judge the circumstances, 
examine the circumstances, and then decide at what point of time they 
want to recognise the Government of Bangladesh. It is for them to 
choose the appropriate time for this. Therefore, I repeat that while the 
policy of helping the Mukti Fouj to continue their war of liberation must 
be continued, on the question of recognition of Bangladesh, the entire 
responsibility lies with the Government and therefore we should leave 
the matter to the discretion of the Government so far as the choice of the 
time is concerned. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : We are discussing a Private Member, 
Resolution, a very important Resolution, and naturally many members 
would like to participate in this discussion. Under the rule, every 
Member is allowed to speak for fifteen minutes. In view of the large 
number of Members desiring to participate in the discussion, it will not 
be possible for me to give any extra time to any individual Member. 
Therefore, I would like to appeal to all the Members to restrict their 
speeches to 15 minutes. 

Mr. Biju Patnaik. 

SHRl BUU PATNAIK (Orissa) ; We have had many clashes in this 
House between the very able and adroit Minister of External Affairs and 
other Members of this House. He is an able Minister, who can also be 
said as being a master of confusion. It is a credit, not a discredit, to him 



as Foreign Minister. I would merely restrict myself to certain facts cold 
facts brutal facts, which may raise a controversy, but nevertheless facts 
to be axamined closely. All the statements made in this House from time 
to time on Bangladesh are well known. The views of this House both 
from the Treasury Benches and the opposition in record to this question 
are identical and well known. The views of the Government appear to 
change from time to time for reasons only known to themselves and that 
is what has brought him further trouble, and further doubt and suspicion 
in the minds of the Members of this House. 

We briefly talk of the word "genocide" the word, "oppression" about 
the unprecedented massacres, human atrocities, etc. As it was pointed 
out earlier by some Members, during the partition nearly 6 million 
Hindus were sent into this country. But during this holocaust the 
Government record says that as on the 1st of June this year, 7 million 
people, evacuees from East Bengal have come, of which 6.5 million 
people happen to be Hindus. When it is stated here in this House by the 
Government that the Bangladesh question has exposed the hollowness of 
the two-nation theory, I humbly disagree. 

In East Bengal there were about 10 million Hindus before partition. 
Let us take it that to this flgure would have been added another 2 million 
by now. That means in all 12 million Hindus. Now six million of them 
came out during the partition. And 6.5 million have come out now. The 
result is that Mr. Yahya Khan and the rulers of Pakistan have decided to 
perpetrate the two-nation theory. We are a secular State who believe and 
have faith in secularism and make all-out effort to ensure that another 
secular leader like Mr. Mujibur Rahman or his party like the Awami 
League is installed in Bangladesh. If the movement of Bangladesh fails, 
it is not Pakistan which is going to be flnished. It is India which is going 
to be finished. I repeat this with all sincerity, with all conviction that 
Pakistan will remain as a hundred percent Islamic State. The 
involvement of the Indian Armed Forces will be on both wings. Then the 
records will show that of the 65 lakh Hindus that have moved over from 
East Bengal during this holocaust, women of the age-group of 15-25 are 
negligible. It is a known fact that during this time lakhs of young women 
are deported from there. They are either being placed at the disposal of 
the Pakistani Armed Forces or sold abroad in the Middle East. These are 
known facts of life. 

We, Sir, have the habit of closing our eyes like Kabootars and think 
that all is well with the world. We only specialise in bluffing ourselves. 
The world studies India’s history. The world has made a deep study of 
the Indian history. We call ourselves a great nation. We may be a most 
populous nation. 



SHRl A. D. MANX (Madhya Pradesh): We never said that. 

SHRI BIJU PATNAIK : We are happy to call ourselves a great 
nation. Why do you not admit that ? It is a nation, one of the most 
populous nations, one of the most impoverished nations. Its total striking 
Power is only 4 million tonnes of steel with 9 million tonnes of capacity. 

Japan with one-fifth of our population produces 92 million tonnes of 
steel, without having any iron or coal. This is the measure of our 
greatness, this is the measure of our great Government, this is the 
measure of our sovereign Parliament, in terms of international politics. 
We must admit what we are. But we must try and grow out of what we 
are. To-day I am sure Mr. Foreign Minister, you will admit that we are 
not even a nation to contend with in Asia, leave alone the world. With 
the direct link of America and China that is in the offing, with the 
economic union that is being planned of the South-East Asian countries, 
India will be relegated to the position of even Nepal in another two 
years. Comparatively, let us see the status of a little country called Isreal. 
That country also is being ruled by a woman, but what a woman. That 
country has produced a Defence Minister like Dayan who wiped off the 
so-called Arab forces whom we have been pampering all along and who 
have dropped us like a hot potato in this great issue which is confronting 
us. That country wiped off the entire air force of Egypt at the crack of 
dawn and Egypt could never raise its head afterwards. During 1965 in 
our confrontation with Pakistan, the External Affairs Minister would 
admit, two of our air force bases were wiped off at the crack of dawn— 
Kalaikunda in the eastern sector and Pathankot in the western sector. 
They came and wiped off our fighter aircraft and we had no protection. 
We find the Defence Minister and External Affairs Minister, making 
statements in season and out of season that we are prepared. How are we 
prepared, if you are prepared why are you so afraid ? A Resolution 
comes in the House that we should recognise Bangladesh only to be able 
to give them material support, to help them to fight their own battles 
legimately, legally. Mr. Mukheijee said that it should be done before this 
session ends. Mr. Chagla improved on it and said that it should have 
been done yesterday and if it has not been done it should be done to-day. 
I wish to go on record in this House Mr. Deputy Chairman, that this 
Government would never recognise Bangladesh. 

SHRl SHEEL BHADRA YAJEE (Bihar): Question. 

SHRI BIJU PATNAIK: 1 will tell you the reasons. 

SHRl MAHAVIR TYAGI (Uttar Pradesh) : We are already 
committed to recognise it. 



SHRI BIJU PATNAIK : We will never recognise Bangladesh. The 
Bangladesh movement of this gallant Mukti Fauj will be scotched and 
Yahya BChan's military regime will continue not only to-day but for the 
next 20 years. I wish to record it for historical purposes. 

SHRI SHEEL BHADRA YAJEE : You are wrong. 

SHRI BIJU PATNAIK : I will tell you why. I will tell you my 
assesstment. This Government has developed cold feet. This Parliament 
of ours sanctions Rs. 1,200 crores of expenditure for building up our 
armed forces, as against Rs. 350 crores of Pakistan. What are we 
prepared for ? What we are frightened about ? Our people get shot up on 
the ground day in and day out; as was read out on the floor of the House, 
by mortar fire. Yesterday, I was surprised to hear the Minister of State 
for Home Affairs saying that the BSF as incharge of our border. 

The BSF, the Border Security Force, does not have mortars. It does 
not have ground artillery. How is it responsible for long-range firing on 
our side ? Who is fooling whom I do not know. Rs. 350 crores as against 
Rs. 1,200 crores in the direct Budget. Apart from this Rs. 1,200 crores, 
we spend Rs. 300 to Rs. 400 crores in terms of BSF, SSB, Assam Rifles, 
feeding all the border posts by the Air-Force, building border roads with 
Rs. 500 crores in support of our defence effort. We have divisions as 
against Pakistan's 9. On 31 March if you had recognised and if you had 
supplied Bangladesh with arms and ammunition, when Pakistan had 
only less than 2 divisions and its forces were in total disarray, the thing 
would have been completed in two days. 

SHRI RAJNARAIN (Uttar Pradesh) : Right. 

SHRI BUU PATNAIK ; And we allowed the Pakistani military force 
to go in for four division, we allowed them to raise two more divisions 
during the last six months, we allowed them to get extra divisions from 
the territorial force, and we have yet not considered it fit in this country 
to alert our armed forces, resulting in two intrusions and photographing 
and everything and aircraft encroaching and firing allround killing our 
people even in our side of the country. Therefore, I said 'never' our 
Government is frightened. Let what 1 say be recorded, it is frightened to 
engage Pakistan, it fears the 9-foot Chinese. I would like with all 
responsibility to state that the armed forces of India are fnghtened of the 
Chinese. I would like to say this. One day I shall ask a question in this 
House and the Minister of Defence shall reply : What is the calibre of 
our armed forces ? What is the record in actual warfare of our command 
men, the Generals, the Commander-in-Chief and others ? The House 
will be surprised to know the result of that query. 



SHRIBIPINPAL DAS : Sir, it is not fair for a responsible Member to 
cast aspersions on the army. 

SHRI BUU PATNAIK : I fought for the liberation of this country. I 
ran an underground movement. I went to British prison for four years. 
And I have the right to say this. 

SHRI BIPINPAL DAS ; We also know what Mr. Biju Patnaik did 
during the Chinese attack. 

SHRI BUU PATNAIK; Ask Nehru for my record... 

SHRI KRISHAN KANT (Haryana) : On a point of order. Sir, we in 
this House are discussing a very serious matter. 

SHRI RAJNARAIN: Yes. 

SHRI KRISHAN KANT : We are discussing it so that we can meet 
the situation that might arise, whatever situation which might arise. But 
no Member has got the right to create a situation, to create an 
atmosphere, in the country of demoralisation... 

SHRI RAJNARAIN : On a point of order... 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : Please sit down. 

SHRI SUNDAR SINGH BHANDARI (Rajasthan) : Sir, you must first 
hear all the things. 

SHRI RAJNARAIN; We want to know everything. 

SHRI BIJU PATNAIK: Mr. Krishan Kant, what you are saying is not 
correct. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Please sit down. 

SHRI KRISHAN KANT : No Member has got the right to creat an 
atmosphere of demoralisation. The honourable Member... 

(Interruptions) 

SHRI KRISHAN KANT: Mr. Deputy Chairman, you are not only the 
guardian of this House, you are not only the guardian of the voice of this 
House, but you are the guardian of our national interests as well. 

SHRI RAJNARAIN : What do you know of national interests ? You 
have sold the nation. 



THE LEADER OF THE OPPOSITION (SHRI M. S. GURUPADA- 
SWAMY): May I make a submission ? 

SHRI KRISHAN KANT: Let me complete first. 

SHRI RAJNARAIN: No, no. We are on a point of order... 

SHRI BUU PATNAIK ; Mr. Krishan Kant, the nation is bigger than 
the House. 

SHRI KRISHAN KANT ; Sir, no speech which denounces our armed 
forces or the ability of our people should be allowed. 

SHRI SUNDAR SINGH BHANDARI: What is this ? 

SHRI RAJNARAIN : This Government has corrupted the armed 
forces. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS : No, no. 

SOME HONOURABLE MEMBERS : Yes, yes. 

(Interruptions) 

SHRI R. T. PARTHASARATHY (Tamil Nadu) : On a point of order. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : Please sit down. I have called Shri 
Gurupadaswamy. 

SHRI A. G. KULKARNI: Sir, I want. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : Please sit down. 

SHRI A. G. KULKARNI: I have got to be called... 

(Interruptions) 

I have a point of order... 

(Interruptions) 

Such nonsence cannot go unchallenged. 

SHRI SUNDAR SINGH BHANDARI: Your nonsence also cannot go 
on... 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Will you please sit down ? 

SHRI A. G. KULKARNI: This is against the armed forces of the 
country. 

SHRI L. N. MISHRA (Bihar); Please be a litde generous. 

SHRI GURUPADASWAMY : As I understand, the hon. Shri Biju 
Patnaik did not mean to denigrate or run down our Army. 

AN HONOURABLE MEMBER: What else has he done ? 

SHRI BIJU PATNAIK : He said about the Commanders of our 
Armed Forces..'.. 


(Interruptions) 



MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : Order, order, Please sit down. 

SHRI A. G. KULKARNI: I can understand what you are talking. 

SHRl RAJNARAIN: We have seen the history of Kaul. 

SHRI L. N. MISHRA : He is no longer there. He has gone away. 

SHRI AKBAR ALI KHAN (Andhra Pradesh) : He is a senior 
politician. I would appeal to him not to say anything against Generals or 
our military. 

SHRI GURUPADASWAMY : Shri Akbar Ali Khan is one of our 
Vice-Chairman. He at least should know that he should not speak when I 
am standing. 

Nobody in this House has any intention to denigrate or run down our 
Army. At the same time, as Member of this responsible House, we 
should also know the truth and certain things have to be expressed 
candidly. I take it only in that spirit. Shri Biju Patnaik has expressed 
certain things about the Commands in the Army... 

AN HONOURABLE MEMBER : About the Army. 

SHRI M. S. GURUPADASHWAMY : If he has mentioned about the 
Army. I am one with you. 

SHRI A. G. KULKARNI: It is the Commander who has to inspire the 
Army under him. How can you denigrate the Commander ? 

SHRI KRISHAN KANT : Do not put it in the proceedings.... 

(Interruption) 

SHRI M. S. GURUPADASWAMY ; I would like to know from you 
whether it is not the patriotic duty of any citizen of India, let alone 
Members of Parliament, to draw the attention of the House and the 
public at large to the hard realities. If the hon. Member has certain 
knowledge of the functioning of the Army, he has got a right to say that. 
He is fulfilling his duty. He is rendering a service. Why should you not 
take it in that spirit ? 

SHRI AKBAR ALI KHAN : That can be done by private discussion 
with the defence Minister instead of saying somthing here which will go 
round the whole world... 

(Interruption) 

SHRI SUNDAR SINGH BHANDARI: Mere mention of one fact does 
not mean that he is denigrating the Armed forces. 

SHRI R. T. PARTHASARATHY : This kind of talk will ultimately 
harm the security of our country.... 

(Interruption) 



SARDER SWARAN SINGH ; If I may make a suggestion, Shri Biju 
Patnaik has made a point. The best thing is not to prolong it. Let him 
move on to the next point. 

SHRI BIJU PATNAIK : I must say that the hon. Members should go 
through the proceedings and see whether I have denigrated the Armed 
Forces of nation. What I said was that it is necessary for the House to 
know the record of the Army Commanders who are today in Command. 

AN HON. MEMBER: They are among the best in the world. 

SHRI BUU PATNAIK : That is your opinion. 

I again say that the charge of command of the Commanders has yet 
to be proved. They are not like that in Vietnam or like that of Dayan of 
Israel who have proved in action. What I say is that the Government 
must put our armed forces to test. What are they fighting for ? Why are 
they fighting ? Sir, I say, to go on record ... (Interruptions)... that all our 
actions, in fact, all our inactions, are guided by this sub-conscious 
lurking fear of the Chinese involvement. I say this to go on record. I say 
this, Sir, that we have, in the last five years .... (Interruptions)... Please 
listen to me now. We have, in last five years, developed 9 mountain 
divisions for protection of all the Himalyan in passes. Is it or it not a 
fact ? If that is so, with merely 13 to 14 divisions covering the area near 
Tibet, are we to be frightened of these Chinese ? If you are frightened 
sub-consciously about their guided missiles, that atomic war-heard. I 
say, everyone missile that is released on India will lead to a 
coaflagration, to an atomic war in the world and Chinese are not fools 
and they will not do it. Therefore, nine divisions are there, and fourteen 
divisions it has and against a total of nine divisions of which 50% is 
nearly in East Pakistan, our policy should not be dictated by a position of 
fear or non-involvement unless there is no leadership in the Government 
or their is no leadership in the armed forces to take on a job for 
upholding the prestige and dignity of the nation which has now suffered 
bitterly. This is my point. 

I would, therefore, want to know why it is that we do not recognise 
Bangladesh. It only means recognition of this country and legitimate 
supply of arms and ammunition. If you say that you are giving all that, I, 
say that is not the way of doing it. Why should India, which had at one 
time had moral influence in the whole world and which has now 
declined, go in for clandestine methods ? This was not taught by 
Gandhiji or Nehru. Why should you go in for clandestine methods, 
giving antiquated guns, teaching them guerilla business, and all that ? ... 
(Interruptions).*.. Mr. Swaran Singh; this is known to everyone in the 



world. This is entirely childish, if I may say so (Interruptions^). It is 
entirely childish. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Please conclude now. 

SHRIBUU PATNAIK : Let me conclude. Sir. 

The world forces know, the world agencies know and all I ahve to 
say is... (Interruptions) ... that the House should know, because 
everybody is the world knows and the only secret is that it is kept from 
this House unfortunately. The only secret is that we have no courage. 
Then, Sir, I should say that guerilla action has never occupied territories, 
and guerilla action has never defeated the enemy. In that case, the North 
Vietnames, who are now fighting the most terriblie guerilla warfare in 
south Vietnam would have occupied it. It is the most acute, the most 
intensive, guerilla warfare that the world has ever known and they have 
not been able to occupy. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS : It is the other way about. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : Sir, I want to correct him.... 

SHRI BUU PATNAIK: Yes, I stand corrected. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : Please conclude now. 

SHRI BUU PATNAIK: I would take only two minutes. 

Therefore, Sir, I say that this Government, by the sub-conscious fear 
of the Chinese, by lake of leadership, by not executing successfully the 
struggle, has no only let this country down, but has also demolished the 
movement in Bangladesh. 

And I know that this would continuously be the policy. Today the 
refugees are seven million. Tomorrow there will be famine—I want to 
go on record for history—and another five or six million will move in. 

(Interruptions) 

SHRI A. G. KULKARNI: Tax dodger. 

(Interruptions) 

SHRI BUU PATNAIK : Now, that is expected from your Ministers; 
as your Finance Minister. 

SHRI A. G. KULKARNI: That was amply brought out in the House. 

SHRI BUU PATNAIK : Many lines have been propagated in this 
House. Why do you not raise a question of tax while I am here to defend 
myself ? 

Therefore, I say this Government inspite of the resolution passed in 
this House, in spite of the demand of the situation, in spite of the fact 
that everyday's delay is reducing its prestige to dust, has done nothing. 



And the Foreign Minister found out during his world trip that wherever 
he went he got sympathy : little crumbs; whereas Pakistan has got 
armaments and support. I say this and I wish to go on record; I shall feel 
proud to lie pro-strate in this House if my prophecy is wrong—that this 
government shall not recognise Bangladesh tomorrow during this 
session or even during the next session of this House. 1 make bold to say 
so because I know that their mind functions in a tortuous way, that there 
is no leadership to execute a war if a war come. Thank you. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : I think this is a sort of provocation 
from you to recognise Bangladesh. 

SHRISUNDAR SINGH BHANDARI: Are they at all provoked ? 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : The House stards adjourned till 2 P.M. 

The House then adjourned for lunch at seventeen minutes past one of 
the clock. 

2 P. M. 

The House reassembler after lunch at two of the clock, the VICE- 
CHAIRMAN (SHRI AKBAR ALI KHAN) in the Chair. 

MESSAGE FROM THE LOK SABHA 
THE FINANCE (No. 2) BILL 1971 

SECRETARY : I have to report to the House the following message 
received from the Lok Sabha signed by the Secretary of the Lok Sabha; 

"In accordance with the provisions of Rule 96 of the Rules of 
Procedure and Conduct of Business in Lok Sabha. I am directed to 
enclose herewith the Finance (No. 2) Bill, 1971, as passed by Lok 
Sabha at its sitting held on the 31st July, 1971. 

2. The Speaker has certified that this Bill is a Money Bill within the 
meaning of article 110 of the Constitution of India.'* 

Sir, I lay the Bill on the Table. 

SHRI BRAHMANANDA PANDA (Orissa) : Mr. Vice-Chairman, I 
would rather say that it is unfortunate that we have got this Resolution to 
discuss before ^e House. Not only in this House or in the other House 
but almost all the people living in India are agreed that Bangladesh 
should be recognised by the Government of India. Now the question is 
whether it should be immediately done, here and now, as Mr. Chagla has 
said or, as the Mover of the Resolution says, whether it should be done 
before the end of this session or whether it should be done at an 
appropriate time, as the Government says. 

So there is no quarrel so far as asking for the recognition of 
Bangladesh either from this side or that side. Mr. Chagla and others— 



not only they but even a school-child of the 5th or 6th standard—know 
the story of Bangladesh—its inception as East Bengal and the gradual 
development into Bangladesh is a story of misery, horror, of brutality 
and of fire. So 1 am not going to cover those things which are already 
covered and described in detail by my previous speakers. 

Sir, the question is the recognition has to be accorded by 
Government. Now, Sir, there is a saying that you cannot conduct a war 
democratically nor can diplomacy be popular. These are very delicate 
things. If you want to conduct a war and if you want to deploy your 
armed forces you cannot take decisions about it in Parliament and say 
here that this commander should be moved there, that battalion should 
be moved to another place and soon. 

SHRI SUNDAR SINGH BHANDARI : Is this a Military 
decision ? 

SHRI BRAHMANANDA PANDA : I am giving an illustration. In the 
same way diplomacy cannot be a popular thing. You cannot speak out 
everything. You cannot keep all your books open because that is a game 
to be played with Governments with your own enlightened national 
interests in view. There are certain people in this country who are saying 
that immediate recognition should be given to Bangladesh. Sir, 1 am for 
recognition because I suffer most when I see that the freedom fighters 
are suffering. Mr. Chagla has said that tears come to his syes, I would in 
his position wipe out my tears and with a cool and collected mind view 
the whole situation and come to a decision. So far as the Government is 
concerned. Government has always to deal in realities. There can be no 
question of hypothesis in a Government taking a particular action. In that 
view I would definitely leave it to the judgement of the Government to 
do it at the appropriate time. 

SHRI RAJNARAIN : Same thing ? 

SHRI BRAHMANANDA PANDA : I will justify my case. Not that 
now—that I am speaking from the Treasury Benches I am supporting the 
Government. Even if I were a supporter of Rajnarain I would have 
submitted the same thing because this is not a question of parties; this is 
a national question. Now, Sir, they say that Government should give 
immediate recognition and also help them with arms supplies and other 
things that are necessary for the freedom fighters and then things will be 
all right. But I do not agree with that point of view. Sir, recognition 
means, whether you declare war or not, Pakistan is bound to declare war 
and you have to take the entire burden—Mujibnagar from where the 
Government is functioning today—on yourself; in that case do you 
think you will be serving the cause of the freedom fighters there ? We 



will definitely not be doing a service to them. And what will happen if 
you get into a war ? After the second world war we know wherever wars 
have started they have not ended. Even in our confrontation with 
Pakistan in 1965 what happened ? It was a political solution that was 
reached and that is your Tashkent Agreement. Now a days wherever 
wars start in the battle fields it never ends. And any student of 
international politics knows that now there is a trend of change in the 
political power pattern in the world. It is not that America is running to 
Chou out of love; it is because the American Dollar is terrifield by the 
Japanese Yen and the west German Mark. It is to safeguard their own 
economy and their markets outside. They cannot now compete in the 
Asian market west Germany is their biggest competitor. The 
warmongers and the people in the Pentagon think that if there is a world 
conflagration their production will rise by 300 per cent and out of that if 
150 per cent is dumped either in the pacific or in the Atlantic 150 per 
cent will remain for home consumption. All these merchants of death 
and destruction will squeeze their blood and also give a little 
employment to their poor people becuase America is also suffering from 
unemployment. The last American Budget was a deficit Budget. So there 
is no more the question of the Dollar rulling the entire. The Pattern is 
being changed. I not know whether it will change but the trend has 
started. In that view and also with our enlightened national interests in 
view we should consider every situation in the light of the realities of the 
situation ^d then come to a decision to take action. In that case I would 
advise the Government not to rush into things. 

Now, what is American next game ? It is not simply to discover the 
world, as Mr. Biju Patnaik said, that our Minister of External Affairs 
went all over the world. He has already discovered the world. It may be 
that Mr. Biju Patnaik is trying to discover something more. Now, what 
happens ? America is terribl'e losing in the Vietnam war. They have 
taken a view of the Chinese market. Secondly, they want to come out of 
their involvement in Vietnam with grace. They would have done it 
peacefully, but the mongers of war in the Pentagon will not allow the 
Nixon administration to keep quiet. They want war some-where or other. 
They want to transfer Vietnam into Bangladesh and if we get ourselves 
entangled in that we will be a party to that war. That war also is not 
going to end so soon. Therefore, I think that stand taken by the 
Government is the most correct stand and in stealing the ship of state 
over tidal waters we need not worry about private opinion. Private 
opinion will not help in running a Government. We have to take things 
as they are, accept things as they are and act keeping our national 
interests in view. We must not follow our friend, Mr. Biju Patnaik. 
Unfortunately, he made a little drama and walked out of the House. He is 



not here now. He said that during 1962 he gave advice to Mr. Nehru. I 
would rather say that Mr. Patnaik misguided Mr. Nehru by saying that 
the Chinese forces on the other side of the border were not adequate and 
he could take an adventure and the same Mr. Patnaik talks of war and 
war. Who wants war ? The poorman does not want war. The socialist, 
Mr. Rajnarain, does not want war. War is wanted by capitalists, by 
industrialists, by gangsters, by people who want to make money. 1 know 
that Mr. Biju Patnaik's industries are in a very bad condition and if there 
is a war he will ask the Government to give permits and licences so that 
be could mint money. That is the interest which will serve Mr. Bhandari 
on Mr. Biju Patnaik... 

SHRI SUNDAR SINGH BHANDARI; Is this the way in which your 
interpret Mr. Biju Patnaik's speech ? 

SHRI BRAHMANANDA PANDA : War, whether it is for Bangladesh 
or anything else is always bad. 1 am sorry Mr. Patnaik attacked all our 
Generals. Through you. Sir, from this House I pay glorious tributes to 
the Indian Armed Forces. I appeal to our Armed Forces to be ready for 
any eventuality that at any time may come, so that people who talk in 
American's language, people who talk in Mr. Rajnarain's language will 
know their place and will know their size. I am proud of our Armed 
Forces. They have fought well in 1965. They had fought well in the 
second world war. I am not going to accept that our Generals are not 
prepared. I know when Mr. Patnaik say that he was a freedom fighter 
and for four years he was in jail, after the attainment of freedom how he 
cashed in by getting his industries and how many crores he made out of 
them. Also, in 1965 it was alleged that an airline owned by him, when 
goods were to be airlifted and dropped to the Jawans, was found to drop 
goods elsewhere. SHRI NAGESHWAR PRASAD SHAHI (Uttar 
Pradesh): He was in the Congress. 

SHRI BRAHMANANDA PANDA : If he acts against the national 
interest, I will not spare him. 

SHRI BRAHMANANDA PANDA : Through you I want to assure Mr. 
Rajnarain that all my life is an open book. For twenty years I have been 
in politics. If anybody says or if anybody can prove that I have made 
even a pie wrongly, not only I will retire from this House but I will retire 
from politics altogether. My life is an open book. Therefore if anybody, 
even Mr. Om Mehta, does anything wrong tomorrow and if it comes to 
my notice, I will ask Mr. Om Mehta and then 1 will also join issue. We 



have come to a stage in our life, in our country. We are not going to have 
the old techniques, we want a clean and good and also an efficient 
Government so that we can proceed with our ambitions. Mr. Biju 
Pamaik made another allegation that we are training a guerilla.... 
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THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI AKBAR ALI KHAN) : You will 
have your chance later on. 

*rtt^ I 

SHRI BRAHMANANDA PANDA : Mr. Bhandari, you will please 
bear with me. I am countering his points because they concern the whole 
debate here. I am not talking anything irrelevant. He has made another 
allegation that we are having training camps inside our border and 
training guerillas and sending them. Sir, it is completely a lie, it is 
unfounded. There is no camp on our side of the border nor have we 
directly or indirectly got anything to do with their warfare. It is their 
fight, they are fighting. If anybody is there who says that there are 
training camps inside our border and we are sending people there. I may 
humbly say that he is talking Yahya Khan's words and not reflecting 
Indian views. I would say that they will have to fight their own battle 
and they are doing it. It is only we people who are feeling that they are 
weak. 

Sir, Some hon. Member, pointed out that there is a fear that if you 
recognise, what will China do ? If we recognise what will America do ? 
If we recognise what will our country do ? I would like to say that we 
are a nation. We are not a small island left out in the entire world. When 
you come to a decision, it is generally on a balance of fats; you have to 
know the realities; you must know where to take a decision and how to 
take a decision. You have to take into account who your enemies are, 
who your friends are, what will be the political aspects and what will 
happen, and the international complications can never be forgotten. That 
is why I say to my good friend Mr. Mukherjee, not to be impatient. 1 
know his feelings on Bangladesh. They are deeper, he is more sincere 
and he feels hurt more than I because he happens to belong to the same 
culture and language.... 

SHRI CHITTA BASU (West Bengal) : It is not a question of him. 

SHRI BRAHMANANDA PANDA : Personally and individually, I 
would rather give that complement to him. But these are not things to be 
decided or to be talked about or discussed openly on the floor of 



Parliament. And when such a Resolution comes up, it is natural that 
there will be a controversy. Some will say in favour of it, some also will 
speak against it and that will not help the morale of the fighting people 
there who are now everyday fighting and dying in trenches and in the 
fields and who are also carrying on all sorts guerilla warfare. It will not 
help their morale. So, let us discuss this and try to know whatever to be 
got from the Government, but let us leave it to their judgement because I 
dare say—I do not say that they in the Cabinet are better and wiser than 
Mr. Rajnarain—always a Government is in touch with the realities, 
more than others. We may know certain facts from newspapers, from 
soure other places, we may come to our conclusion with that analysis but 
they are the people who are concerned with realities. If at all it is to be 
decided whether it is war or it is recognition or non-recognitions it is the 
Government and their agencies who collect material and who are posted 
with uptodate facts that alone can do it. 

SHRICHITTA BASU: Then Parliament has to be overruled. 

SHRI BRAHMANANDA PANDA : I do not say that Parliament will 
be overruled. I am as good a Parliament Member as you are. 

SHRI KALAYAN ROY : You are even better. 

SHRI BRAHMANANDA PANDA : There are many things. I do no 
want to report. 

(f%^): w w w? 

If anybody says that we are having training camps on this side of the 
border and training guerillas for the Mukti Fouj, I refute that charge. 

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI AKBAR ALI KHAN) : Thank you. 

SHRI BRAHMANANDA PANDA : Some friend draw the attention of 
the House to the history of the past. But for me the future is history and 
not the past. It is the future history that counts. My friends quote so 
many things from the history. But I look to the future as history. With 
our statesmanship and with our wisdom we can bring back glory to this 
ancient nation. India is a great country. I never say that we are not a great 
country. I am proud of it. We are a great country, and we should always 
look forward to create history and not lookback. We are creating our 
own history. Let us look at the history with a different angle. 

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI AKBAR ALI KHAN) : Thank you. 

SHRI BRAHMANANDA PANDA : Let us read the history in terms of 
our People and not in terms of capitalists. Maharajahs and Saudagars. 



Therefore, Sir, as the Government are aware of the sentiments of tlie 
country, of both houses of Parliament they should always be in touch 
with the realities as they are. 

Again, before concluding, I would appeal to our Armed Forces, after 
paying them my glowing tributes, to be ever prepared for any 
enventuality which may be created at any time because they are the 
people who will defend the nation at the borders, they are the people 
who will defend our homeland and the borders. They are the real people, 
thank you. 

THE LEADER OF THE OPPOSITION (SHRI M. S. GURUPADA- 
SWAMY): Mr. Chairman, Sir, I have listened carefully to the debate and 
many points have been made by my friends. In the past also we have had 
many useful discussions on this issue. I am wondering. Sir, whether 
there is any change since we debated last, any change in the attitude of 
the Government. In spite of the fact that there has been considerable 
shift and change in the material situation in Bangladesh, the Government 
of India seems to be sitting quiet and on their face I see nothing but 
inaction. In their outlook I see nothing but chronic complacency ... 
(Interruptions). That is what I am seeing. If you see something else you 
can tell later. 

Sir, there are moments in the history of a nation, very rare moments 
which cannot come back. In my view. Sir, such a moment arose in the 
month of March, on the 25th of March, when the freedom fighter, the 
leaders of the popular forces, declared their independence. And the 
Government of India was expected to play a useful role. I for one 
thought that the Government would play a role of helping the 
construction of a statue liberty in Bangladesh. I for one thought that they 
would be the architects of the freedom arch in that area. But sadly I find 
to-day that they seem ot be a desperate mood of writing the epitaph on 
the funeral structure of Bangladesh. Sir, as I said, rare opportunities 
come very rarely to a country. And that opportunity has been missed by 
the Government of India. If the Governmemt of India had correctly 
assessed the situation, had the wisdom and the courage and the 
forethought, it would have been possible for the Government of India to 
respond to the call of the freedom forces of Bangladesh and the 
Government of India would have really helped the freedom forces if 
early recognition had been accorded. Sir, we are as a nation losing that 
opportunity very fast, a golden opportunity, a rare opportunity now 
slipping away from our hands, an opportunity which if it had been seized 
would have brought about a miracle of change, a metamorphosis which 
would have created a new Government in Bangladesh, a new political 



reality, which would have enabled these forces to establish a sovereign 
democratic Government. It is known that without sympathetic external 
assistance by fraternal Groups and nations, no fireedom struggle will be a 
success in this world. It is so because the other like-minded nations also 
come in automatically. They have got to play a role; they influence 
events. I ask this Government most humbly whether they have played 
their role properly, whether they have conducted themselves well, 
whether it is not a fact that this rare occasion has been allowed to slip 
away from our hands. The Government is still harping upon recognition 
being given late. Mr. Swaran Singh is not opposed to recognition. 
Neither is he for recognition. This is a very curious position to take. This 
House is faced with a situation where the Government is neittier positive 
nor negative. I can very well understand if the Government says that we 
are not concerned with Bangladesh and we not recognising Bangladesh. 
That is not position of the Government. Not does the Government say 
that they would accord recognition. Therefore, I say, the Government is 
paying the typical, classical role of Hamlet. You know. Sir, what Hamlet 
in the play did..."To do or not to do" The Government of India is in a 
similar situation to-day to do or not to do. They have got strenght. They 
have got power, I am sure. 

SHRI SASANKASEKHAR SANYAL (West Bengal) : The 
Government knows very well what to do and what not to do. 

SHRI M. S. GURUPADASWAMY : They have got the wherewithal to 
face the situation. But the tragedy of the Government is there is no 
awareness on their part, there is no appreciation of the reality. They do 
not know that the opportunity is slipping from their hands. Do they 
honestly believe that in a distant future there will be opportunity when 
they will recognise Bangladesh. Are they honest about it. Is not a fact 
that it is their hesitation, their procrastinition, their vacillation, looking 
outside always, not looking to themselves, which has caused a great 
damage to ourselves and which has caused a great damage to the 
freedom fighters. The Government started by saying that Bangladesh is 
not the issue of Bangladesh alone, but that it is also an international 
issue, there they went wrong. It was primarily their issue and our issue. 
And having taken that false position, they had to justify themselves, they 
had to have globe-trotting, they had to send their emissaries. Ministers 
and others, to other countries. Instead of taking a decision here, they 
resorted to glob-trotting and travels abroad. They made it an 
international issue. And with what results ? Today because of our own 
action in trying to make it appear an international issue, we gave 



opportunity and scope to other powers, in particular, the United States, to 
twist and change the very character and nature of the struggle. When we 
said it is an international issue, the other Governments naturally felt 
happy that they could intervene, that they could suggest many things. 
Today there is a suggestion that observers on behalf of the United 
Nations have got to be there both on the side of Pakistan and India. And 
we are opposing it. Do they realise that this is also one of the 
consequences that overflowed from the policy adopted previously ? Do 
they imagine that the international powers, the big powers in particular, 
will bale us out ? The Soviet Union is not interested to change the 
balance of power in the sub-continent. The United States is not 
interested to change the balance of power in the sub-continent, nor is 
China, nor is the Arab world, nor are other European countries, nor is 
Japan. This is the reality. They do not went to change the balance of 
power and they do not, therefore, want to see that Pakistan is in trouble. 
They would like to maintain the status quo. Was it not know 
before ? Many of us said on the floor of the House long back that we 
should not run about like helpless people seeking help and assistance 
from other countries: My contention is if we had acted long back, three 
months back, within a fortnight when the Bangladesh struggle began, if 
we had accorded recognition and if we had accepted the political and 
military implications of that recognition, the refugees would not have 
come to India. It is my contention we got the refugees because of our 
own policy. We expressed sympathy here, we expressed sympathy in 
Lok Sabha, and promised them support. But the result is that the Bangla 
forces did not get any help and the Pakistan Army became more ruthless 
because we were not taking any interest excepting expression of 
sympathy. The consequence was that there was a huge exodus of 
refugees. Please believe me when I say, if we had accorded recognition 
to Bangladesh and taken adequate steps to help them, the problem of 
refugees would not have been there in India. These very refugees would 
have been converted into soldiers and fighters. Because of our failure, 
they have become refugees on our land. This is the tragedy. This is the 
consequence of inaction. This is the consequence of chronic 
complacency and this is the consequence of mis-application of 
judgement or taking wrong judgement. The refugees have to be cared 
for. The whole nation is undergoing suffering, the whole economcy is 
collapsing and the whole eastern part of India is exposed to danger, for 



what ? For the stupidity of this government. The Government has been 
stupid, Sir, I must say. Their policies have been absured. If they have not 
been mentally prepared to support Bangladesh. 

KUMARI SHANTA VASISHT (Delhi) ; Our industry is collapsing 
and economy is collapsing. Will a war give fillip to industries ? 

SHRI M. S. GURUPADASWAMY : In my previous speech on 
Bangladesh I made one observation. I want to repeat that for the benefit 
for the hon. lady Member. I said on the other occasion that without 
declaring an open war, Pakistan has imposed on us burdens which are 
more than war burdens. Is it not a fact ? I think declaration of war 
against Pakistan would have been much better than being inactive. So, 
without war we are facing war burdens. This is the kind of tragic 
situation we are in today. Is it not a fact. By sheer helplessness and 
hopelessness of this government, our country has been dragged into this 
dangerous economic collapse followed by political instability. There was 
an opportunity to create an atmosphere of political stability and peace 
and to bring about development in this area. What is happening to days. 
What will happen tomorrow ? My own forecast is—I pray that this 
forecast may not come true—that if this situation is allowed to remain in 
a ffuid state, the whole area will be taken over by the extermists—call 
them by any name you like. The economic burdens caused by refugees 
will be so immense that the economy will go out of gear. It has gone 
already out of gear. Perhaps the Prime Minister and the Government of 
India may try to find out an alibi for their inaction and this economic 
collapse. They will say: "Oh" ! There are refugees and therefore we 
cannot bring about development; we cannot have economic growth". 
This alibi should not be give by the government. They have no moral 
authority to give this kind of alibi. 

I pose this question. What is the alternative before us ? Let us face 
this squarely. We have 75 lakhs of refugees and it may go up to 10 
millions in course of time. Do they want to send these refugees ? Do you 
think they will be able to do that in the immediate future ? Is it the 
contention of the government that the Mukit Fauj Forces will be able to 
establish their authority and take over the country and drive away the 
military forces of West Pakistan? If that is so, I say I am sorry for this 
kind of assessment. I for one believe that Yahya Khan's Army is already 
strong compared to the Mukti Fauj Forces. They have got sophisticated 
equipment. Big powers are involved in this. Sardar Swaran Singh is 
following a policy of non-involvement. The truth is that there is 



involvement of big powers in this, including Soviet Union. Soviet Union 
has not come forward and said that they are in sympathy with the 
freedom fighters. 

SHRIKALYAN ROY : They have. 

SHRI M. S. GURUPADASWAMY : They have only condemned 
genocide. Americans are giving the positive help. China is supplying 
arms. Several middle east countries are actively involved in assissting 
the West Pakistan regime. In this situation, do you expect Bangladesh 
forces and the freedom fighters will be able to triumph ? I do not think 
so. If you say that they will, it is foolhardy. I am putting this question 
before the Minister, Do you think that the refugees will be going back 
within six months, one year or two years ? If they want to send them 
back, what measures they we going to adopt ? They are harping upon the 
idea, and they have been telling Members of Parliament, that Bangladesh 
is not Indo-Pakistani affair. Has it not become an Indo-Pakistani affair ? 
You may repudiate. Are you not criticising the regime of West Pakistan? 
Is there no confrontation with Paksitan 7 The Home Minister said the 
other day that our forces are posted on the Indo-Pakistan border. They 
have repeated it ad nauseam that Indian forces are ready to meet any 
contingency and they are going to defend our country and interests. Do 
you think that Pakistan Anny will provoke us to make war against them 
? It is not in their self-interest. Why should they declare war against us 7 

SHRI BRAHMANANDA PANDA : One clarification.... 

SHRI M. S. GURUPADASWAMY : I do not yield. I am giving my 
own analysis of the situation. Pakistan is not going to oblige us by 
declaring war against us. You believe me. There may be skirmishes to a 
small extent, here and there. Some friends gave the figures of death on 
the Indian side of the border. But I say there will be no general war. 
Pakistan will not take initiative in declaring war against India. Why 
should they 7 They are having free run in Bangladesh. There is no 
trouble for the Pakistan Army there. It is said in certain quarters that the 
Mukti Fauj forces are harrassing West Pakistan Army. They have no 
food supplies. Therefore, they will be starving out of existence. Can you 
believe all these 7 Can you mouth these 7 Sir, the Army will have the 
food supplies first and foremost. It is always the people who suffer. How 
long can this harrassment be maintained by the Mukti 
Fauj 7 Not for long. Is it contended seriously that the moral of freedom 
fighters is very high today 7 

AN HON'BLE MEMBER: It is high. 

SHRI M. S. GURUPADASWAMY: May be high for the time being. I 



may concede that. But is it so high which will enable them to achieve 
victory in the end ? I do not believe this. Therefore, Sir, the question is 
this: ^^at is the strategy, what is the policy, what is the attitude, that we 
should adopt? Firstly, to see that the Bangladesh forces are helped and 
secondly, to see that conditions are created in Bangladesh in such a 
manner that the refugees we have on hand may go back. But there is no 
answer to this except the helplessness on the part of the Government. 

But the question is this : Where is the alternative for us except to 
have a confrontation with Pakistan? I am not a warmonger. But, where is 
the alternative for us? Do you mean to say that there will be a peaceful 
settlement between West Bengal and Bangladesh ? Do you mean to say 
that the refugees will go back and settle down and will shake hands with 
us after some time? I do not believe so, Sir, the purpose of this resolution 
is very clear. The resolution says that we should accord recognition 
within a short time. And, Sir, the time is already late and time is our 
enemy. We have already missed the opportunity, the occasion, when we 
had to recognise Bangladesh. I know there is an amendment from a 
friend on the other side. The amendment says that the Government 
should recognise Bangladesh at the appropriate moment. When is the 
appropriate moment coming? 1 do not know, Sir, Even the Government 
is saying that. When is it coming. Sir ? May I tell him that the 
appropriate moment is already passed and it will never come? 

Sir, perhaps Mr. Swaran Singh will recognise Bangladesh after its 
death. 

SHRI KALYAN ROY : He will do the same diing which they did to 
Czechoslovakia. 

SHRI M. S. GURUPADASWAMY ; Yes, Perhaps, after the death of 
Bangladesh they will recognise and will give recognition, recognition in 
the sense that we will remember that opce upon a time there was a 
Bangladesh movement and the people of Bangladesh rose in revolt 
against the atrocities of the Pakistani Army and they died.. 

SHRI KALYAN ROY; Heroically.... 

SHRI M. S. GURUPADASWAMY:.heroically, as my friend put it, 

and we would erect a memorial or write an epitaph on the tomb of 
Bangladesh. That is what we will do thank you, Sir. 
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[ Mr. Deputy Chairman in The Chair ] 

SHRI S. G. SARDESAI (Maharashtra) : Mr. Deputy Chairman, the 
demand for the recognition of the Government of Bangladesh has been 
placed before this house as well as the other House. And government has 
often taken the position that they are not opposed to this demand in 
principle, they accept it in principle, but they would give recognition to 
the Government of Bangladesh at the appropriate time. But the fact 
remains that the insistence that this thing must be done immediately 
without any further delay has been growing not ony in this House and 
the other house but all over the country. This is the thing about which 
government must think today. This insistence is growing within the 
ruling party it self. It is not just the question of opposition parties. Why 
is this insistence grow. It is growing for certain patent fact which 
everybody can see, namely, that if this issue is delayed any longer, then 
it will bring greatest disaster in future not only for Bangladesh but for 
our own country. Government very often comes forward and says that 
they have been giving a certain assistance to the freedom fighters of 
Bangladesh. That need not be denied. It is also a fact that the Mukti 
Forces inside Bangladesh are getting better organised and their actions 
are more effective and are carried out in a Co-ordinated way. 



But the other side of the picture is there and it is that which causes us 
concern, namely, that despite all these activities, week after week and 
month after month, this government is being forced into a defensive 
position. It is being concerned, it is being outmanouvered and it is being 
put in a position where the final victory for which we are fighting 
becomes difficult. Take the very recent period. Refugees are growing in 
number. We go on saying that the number was 3.5 millions till a few 
weeks ago—and which was a staggering figure—and now it is 8 
million. One does not know where it is going to end. Only a few months 
ago Yahya Khan said that he wants no war with India and he is 
convinced that the Indian Prime Minister wants no war. This very Yahya 
Khan now threatens India with war. Even when the Foreign Minister was 
touring the United States, he was assured that no further supply of arms 
will be made to Pakistan by them. Now not only has that been accepted, 
but openly they say that they are going to continue supply of arms to 
Pakistan. The idea which was first floated by prince Sadruddin is now 
taken up by the Secretary General of the United Nations and is now 
openly being pressed for by the United States, namely, the United 
Nations observers should be sent to India. What is its meaning ? Its 
meaning is very simple, namely, that the Western powers, the United 
States and China in its own fashion want to continue to arm Pakistan's 
military junta to enable it to butcher and massacre the people of 
Bangladesh and to drive millions and millions of them into India and to 
go on giving us all sorts of sermons and on the top of that they want to 
send these observers to India to gag us hand and foot so that we are not 
able to support and help Bangladesh. This is happening day after day. If 
there is any objectivity or any judgement based on facts, I want to tell 
the Foreign Minister that the taste of the pudding is in the eating. I want 
to ask him : Is our policy yielding the result which we want ? If not, it is 
no use going on saying that you have good intentions. It is said in the 
Bible also, and not in an ironical sense, that the path of heaven is also 
paved with food intentions. The question is this: What is the actual, 
concrete, total result of this policy ? What is the total result after four 
months ? Our aim is to strengthen India, strengthen the freedom fighters 
for Bangladesh to fight Pakistan to defeat the regime and to establish a 
free government of Bangladesh, which is the only way on the basis of 
which the refugees will go back. And, if the reply is that we are not in a 
position to do it, then we would be where we were in the earlier period. 
That is why a distinctly new thinking is needed; that is why courageous 
steps must be taken; and that is precisely why we have come to a stagc^ 
where the recdgnition of the Bangladesh Government has become a vital 
issue, has become something which you cannot by pass. 



Sir, this Government has been saying all the time in the past that this 
issue is between the people of Bangladesh and the rulers of Pakistan and 
that this is not an Indo-Pak issue. Sir, I want to ask this Government and 
I want to ask the Foreign Minister to give me a very clear reply. Who are 
the people of Bangladesh ? Are they like the Indian Brahma; which is 
supposed to be here and there, but which has no shape, no form, 
"Nirakar Nirguna" ? The people of Bangladesh are a corporate reality, 
and it can have only one meaning and that is the elected representatives 
of the people who have formed a Government of Bangladesh. The 
Government of Bangladesh means the people of Bangladesh and if we 
do not say so clearly then we will be sinking deeper and deeper into the 
mire. Sir, what is the latest conspiracy of the United States and the 
Pakistani rulers ? The latest conspiracy is, not de jure, but de facto, not 
overnight, but step by step, to comple this government to come to a 
position when it will be said that the issue is between India and Pakistan. 
We have been protesting agaisnt it. This is not an Indo-Pak issue. It is an 
issue of the people of Bangladesh and Pakistan. But you have been 
driven to it and you are being driven to it more and more. The only thing 
is to declare to the whole world that we recognise this Bangladesh 
Government. We have got to recognise it. We have to say that no other 
settlement will be acceptable to this country excepting the one which is 
arrived at between Mujibur Rahman, the Awami League leaders and the 
Pakistani rulers. Unless you make it absolutely clear, our position is 
going to worsen from day to day. 

Sir, I can tell you other things; I can tell you other facts. In this very 
Parliament we have unanimously passed a resolution to support the 
struggle. That was done unanimously. In a subsequent statement in this 
very Parliament, the Prime Minister also said that we cannot allow the 
Pakistani rulers to settle their internal problems at the cost of India and 
on the Indian soil, subsequently, she said that India would have to pass 
through a hellfire if we have to settle this question. It was also said later 
on that if the international community does not take cognizance of the 
political aspect of this question, which is the basic aspect, India will be 
compelled to take unilateral action. This was stated in the House, that 
India will have to take unilateral action. But nobody knows what is 
meant by this unilarteral action. I do not say that we want the armed 
forces of India to be moved to Pakistan. But unilateral action must mean 
something and it must begin somewhere. In this connection, whenever 
the External Affairs Minister has been asked, "Why don't you a send 
stronger notes ? You were openly told that the US arms will not be given 
to Pakistan but that was a lie and it was exposed. Why don't you say U.S. 



help to Pakistan is an a abetment of Pakistan, and that it is an unfriendly 
act" then we are told that it has got diplomatic implications. It should 
have diplomatic implications. Why not ? We are not pushing the army 
there. Nobody pushes the army there. But, if you want the world to 
understand it, you is must send stronger notes. Tliis is the kind of insult 
that they heap on us, the Pakistani rulers are driving the people into India 
and now they have got the temerity to say that they would send the 
observers there. So, these notes have to become stronger. 

But you do not send stronger notes. Implications ! What conclusion 
will they have ? The one conclusion they are drawing and they have 
already drawn is that India is not going to act further. That is why the 
question of recognition of Bangladesh is a practical, vital question. It is 
not a doctrinaire question. It would not do any longer to say that we 
accept it in principle but we will think when the time comes. The time is 
there. In this connection the time is short—certain references will have 
to be made. My friend, Mr. Yajee, said "National interests". I want to 
understand this thing. How do you equate the postion of the Soviet 
Union and the USA from the point of view of our own national interest ? 
My friend is always talking of national interest. On behalf of the Soviet 
Government it was catigorically stated that for the whole of 1970-71 
they had not supplied arms to Pakistan. They have made this thing clear. 
They have categorically asked no only for the ending of the genocide but 
also for the recognition of the people of Bangladesh and to come to a 
settlement with them. The GDR also has come out with these very 
words. Bulgaria has come out with this point. So many socialist 
countries have come out with that. May I ask the Government whether in 
such a situation they expect the Soviet Union to take the next step ? We 
are the people involved; it is our problem; it is our brothers who are 
fighting. Let us go one step further; they have gone as far as they have 
gone. Settle with the elected representatives of the people. That is what 
they have also said. We would not move an inch further, and expect them 
to take further steps. 

My friend, Mr. Yajee, will say this and that. Today the responsibility 
of taking the next step lies with us and I have not the remotest doubt that 
if this country takes the next step, these sympathetic countries would 
support it. But we cannot expect them to pull our chestnuts out of the 
hre. It is wrong. It is our responsibility, our right. This is what we ought 
to do. If you recognise Bangladesh, it has one clear meaning. We declare 
to the whole world not only politically, not only emotionally but also 
constitutionally and juridically that India does not consider this as a 
conflict between our country and Pakistan but India considers this as a 



conflict between the people of Bangladesh and the rulers and, what is 
most important, India will not accept any solution to the problem which 
is not acceptable to the leaders of the Awami League. This has to be the 
public declaration to the whole world. As soon as we do it, so many 
advantages will follow. This question of separating the refugee problem 
from the freedom of Bangladesh, the military problem from the 
diplomatic aspect and all those things will come to an and the moment 
we say that this is the Government we recognise. They will settle it with 
Mujibur Rahman and the refugee problem will be solved. You are not 
going to separate the refugee problem from the problem of recognition 
because the basic solution is the same. That is why this Government 
must realise that any further delay is going to be disastorous and this 
country is definitely not going to accept any UN observers. We are 
waiting for time like Micawber for something to turn up. But nothing is 
going to turn up. It is our action which will decide these things. On this 
question there are no other factors. It cannot be "their interests and our 
interests". May I know what are the interest ? What are the interest 
which are delaying the matter ? On the countrary, any further delay 
would take India into a worse and worse position and we might find 
ourselves in a position where India will be compelled finally to accept 
these observers. Please take my words it will not come in a fortnight; in 
a month; but if you continue like this, a day will come when it will be 
impossible for you not to accept the UN observers. They are great 
manoeuvers they know how to do things. They do not do it overnight; 
gradually they will bring in the idea and then they will push forward. 
Already Pakistan is doing it. They say "Why do you not accept the 
observers; you have something to hide". Of course, we have nothing to 
hide. We cannot go on telling indefinitely this and that. That is why let 
us look at time. I am not raising the question only from the emotional 
point of view or from the moral point of view on which we are all 
agreed. 

I am raising this question from the extremely pragmatic, practical 
and immediate point of view of what must be done here and now. 
Recognise it. It has been said and very correctly said about aid. 
Everybody knows that the Government of India is helping them but the 
fact is, if you want to help them more effectively, you have to recognise 
that Government otherwise you have to go about it in a stealthy and 
clandestine fashion. The whole world knows it. Do it more effectively. 
Once you recognise the Government, then you can come up and say; 
'These guerillas are fighting and we are going to help.' Then thousands 
of Indian volunteers can go, what did North Vietnam do ? Everybody 
knows that North \^etnam gave full support and North Vietnam never 



pushed its army but they openly declared. They are our brothers, we are 
helping them. We will fight for them'. So let us recognise it Tomorrow 
the Indian youths and the Government can say; 'We are helping them'. 
Before the Indian Army went to Goa; we were going there as satyagrahis 
with the full help of the Government. Nehru was saying; "We are not 
intervening in Goa". Goa saying like that. If you want to effectively 
intervene, if you want to arm them sufficiently, if you want them to be 
effective, without recognition if cannot be done. Thinkering with the 
problem will lead no where. I do not agree with Mr. Biju Patnaik when 
said that the guerillas cannot liberate whole areas. Actually whole areas 
have been liberated in South Vietnam by the guerillas. The North 
Vietnam aeroplanes did not go there, their tanks did not go there. 
Nobody said that the North Vietnams tanks were there. So all this can be 
done. In this connection, for goodness sake, do not raise the bogey of 
war. Nobody wants war. It is one thing to say that we do not a want war, 
it is another thing not to go fullsteam with, political and diplomatic 
decisions and such decisions as regards material help which are the 
immediate need. Let us do this within the next 2 or 3 months. After that 
we will judge the situation again. Give them recognition. Strengthen the 
guerillas. Diplomartically tell the whole world; 'Settle with Mujeeb. 
India refuses to nogotiate whether in the U.S. or anywhere else. We 
refuse just to negotiate the question of the refugees. You tell them; 
'Accept the simple position and settle with Mujeeb, we would not talk 
about anything else. Then the Govmment will have the fullest support of 
all Indians and there is no doubt about it. World opinion is eith us. Do 
not be worried about it but the moment has come when further hesitation 
or vacillation will not help. We are not questioning your motives but 
there are some monents in history when decisions are taken at a given 
moment. If you fail, history is not going to pardon this Government. So 
deal with the concrete situation and do specific things right now, here 
and now and in that sense, I agree with Mr. Chagla who said; 'Why at the 
end of the session, we should recognise this Government to-day.' Do it 
immediately. All this kind of thing—acceptance in principle, rejection in 
practice—^please save us from this situation. 

SHRI SASANKASEKHAR SANYAL (West Bengal) : Hon. Mr. 
Deputy Chairman, Sir, the official language of Bangladesh is Bengali. 
The official language of my State is also Bengali. I, therefore, would like 
to speak in that language when Bangladesh issue is being discussed in 
the House. 

SOME HONBL'E MEMBERS: He shall not follow you. 

SHRIMA'TI PURABI MUKHOPADHYAY (West Bengal) : Mr. 
Deputy Chairman, Sir, we also do not follow many things here. This is 
the function of the interpreter to interpret the speeches. The way he has 



been received here, I am shocked to see. But the thing is this that we 
have right to speak in our own language in this House and that has been 
accepted by the Government and P^liament. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : No body denies that right. 

SHRI SASANKASEKHAR SANYAL ; Sir, I am very much happy to 
in that my old friend and sister, Shrimati Purabi Mukhopadhyay, has 
come to my rescue. So I am not afraid of anybody. 

Sir, on the 31st March, 1971, both Houses of Parliament passed a 
unanimous Resolution on the issue of Bangladesh. At that time the 
image of India appeared in all her glory of past traditions to the entire 
world. The people of the world were astonished to find how a few 
freedom fighters were prepared to sacrifice their lives as they were 
carrying on a non-violent struggle in East Bengal in order to bring a 
democratically elected Government into power there. It seemed to us 
that those freedom fighters must have received the blessings of Gandhiji; 
they must have been inspired by Gandhiji's non-violent struggle. So 
Gandhiji's philosophy of non-violent strugle found practical application 
in East Bengal. The people of the West, who do not understand the 
effectiveness of non-violent struggle, were for some time taken aback by 
such a non-violent struggle in East Bengal. Bur, ultimately, they were 
moved by it. 

What is the condition today after four months ? We were all parties 
to that unanimous Resolution passed by Parliament. Today the people of 
India have put the Government of India and Parliament to the dock. 
They say that we were responsible for generating this hope in their 
minds that in the near future East Bengal would come out from the 
clutches of dictatorial rule of Pakistan. On account of that hope they 
dreamed that two Bengals again would establish cultural links, two 
Bengals again would be bound by the ties of friendship. The refugees, 
who came to India after the partition of the country, hoped that they 
would be able to go back to their homeland. The same hope was being 
harboured by the refugees who are coming at present from Bangladesh 
to India. But after four months all their hopes are dashed to the ground. 
Why has it been so ? The freedom fighters of Bangladesh now feel that 
we are not sincere to fulfil the commitments, made to them. The Military 
Government of Pakistan has already accused us of interfering into their 
internal affairs. The Government of Pakistan is already displeased with 
us. We now find ourselves in a very awkward situation. What should be 
our answer to the people of India when they have already put us to the 
dock over the question of Bangladesh. 



Mr. Deputy Chairman, Sir, during our childhood days we studied 
appropriate proposition in Rowe and Webb's English Grammar. We have 
come to know that this recognition will be given at the appropriate time. 
The appropriate time was when we expressed our solidarity with the 
freedom struggle in Bangladesh. At that time, in our heart of hearts, we 
recognised the Government of Bangladesh. Therefore, it is now our duty 
to give formal recognition to that Government. 

When Parliament passed the unanimous Resolution on Bangladesh 
on the 31st March, 1971, we felt that Government of India would take 
another fifteen days to complete certain formalities before giving formal 
recognition to the Government of Bangladesh. But many months have 
passed since the date of passing that unanimous Resolution by 
Parliament. We are still in a dilemma over the question of giving formal 
recognition to the Government of Bangladesh. We should take into 
account the merits and demerits of giving formal recognition to the 
Government of Bangladesh now. If we had given formal recognition to 
the Government of Bangla Desh shortly after the unanimous Resolution 
was passed by Parliament, we would have been able to give all material 
help to the freedom fighters. We could have induced the refugees from 
Bangla Desh, including the refugees who came to our country after the 
partition of the country, to fight in the liberation struggle of Bangla Desh 
after having equipped them with necessary arms and ammunition. We 
could have told the people of Bangla Desh not to come as refugees but to 
fight for their liberation. They would have certainly listened to us if we 
had stood behind them with all help. In this manner we could have 
prevented heavy influx of refugees to our country. 

Sir, in March, 1971, the military junta in East Bengal was totally 
unprepared for any war. If we had given all material help to the freedom 
fighters at that time. East Bengal would have achieved her independence 
within fifteen days. Once an independent country, no world power or the 
world body could have snatched that independence away; of course, 
some world powers might have raised hue and cry for that independence. 
If Bangladesh becomes an independent country, India can live in 
friendship with her. We are waiting for that opportunity to come. 

Sir, what has actually happened within these four months ? Pakistan 
has increased her military powers as she is receiving arms aid from 
foreign countries. She is trying to make it appear that the conflict 
between East Bengal and West Pakistan is actu£dly a conflict between 
India and Pakistan. In such an effort, she has been successful to some 
extent. 



Pakistan may start a war against us. Perhaps we are delaying 
recognition to the Government of Bangia Desh in order to avoid a 
confrontation with Pakistan. But may I know from my friend, Sardar 
Swaran Singh, that Pakistan will not attack us if we do not recognise the 
Government of Bangia Desh ? Pakistan attacked our country even when 
she was comparatively a weak country. She has now become powerful; 
so she must attack us. In a sense, it is attacking us daily on our borders. 
If these border attacks become some day wide-spread, we shall have to 
counter-attack then in self-defence. But Pakistan will accuse us of being 
offensive and that accusation of Pakistan will be accepted by many big 
powers of the world. In the world body we shall find ourselves in the 
dock. Therefore, Sir, my humble submission is that we must recognise 
the Government of Bangia Desh immediately, although there has been 
considerable delay to that effect. As one has said "delayed is denied" but 
I will say, "better late than never". So we should give immediate 
recomnition to the Government of Bangia Desh. It will enable us to send 
the demoralised refugees back to their homeland. It may save us from 
further influx of refugees to our country. 

War with Pakistan is inevitable. Pakistan will definitely impose war 
upon us. In order to save Pakistan from her present difficulties in Bangia 
Desh the United States of America will surely induce her to have a war 
with India. I suspect Shrimati Indira Gandhi may also go on American 
line. Perhaps, she desires a war with Pakistan. I may be excused for 
saying so by my Congress firends, Pakistan now requires a war with 
India in order to thwart the freedom struggle in Bangia Desh. Similarly a 
war with Pakistan will enbale Shrimati Indira Gandhi to relegate her 
pledge of "Garibi Hatao" to the back ground. Again by war with 
Paksitan, the bureaucratic machinery, capitalists and monopolists of our 
country will be most benefited. Then, progressives like Sheel Bhadra 
Yajee, Arjun Arora and Chandra Shekhar will not be able to guide 
Shrimati Gandhi. She will then be guided by bureaucrats and 
monopolists. 

The world powers, for some time past, have been hatching a Plot to 
comer India on Bangladesh issue. Their conspiracy against India is also 
meant for the destruction of freedom struggle in Bangia Desh. We 
should not give them further scope for conspiracy against us and the 
freedom stmggle in Bangia Desh. 

Sir, we should gird up our loins and give a helping hand to the 
freedom fighters of Bangia Desh. Their victory will be our victory; their 
defeat will be our defeat. 


Thank you. 



at (f%^): TOtM, 

at inwTOra«r ji^ ^^rruir*(? 'g*ri ^ ^5m«t ^rttot?! 

c5t*tcgT^ I ^snf^ 'sn?? <1} ?p«n ^ ^ 

I ft^ ^ '©i>ii^ CT ^«t to%5R 

^TC^ ^J5RI«tW W® spi^ W R t^ ^JTO I 

(?i 'ipnw ft^f% (7 t^ »£i^ 4£Rs<?n^ finsrt«t ct, '3^ (Tfi?^ ^ 
CTO ^ (?^ I ^snf^ ■^, TOra c^ 

*J?R?(?f ^ tJ<‘ ^ I «iC«lC^*i, 'b<t 'G 

<t ^ <£m^ I ^ TO, TO! «\o CTO5 ^ ^ 

'?[5MTO CTO* TOTO TOT <1lf^«1'^ ^^tfWTO I »ilTOT 

^ ^ >3 '?ppiTO^ TO ‘iiuicn f^TOt firm 

TO I wr ^?TOcm tost ^ tots toc^ i ^ 

^ic^^lU TO "^^rfl, ?if^im cfii%^ ^?TO*r fsfffror 'g l^wm 
TO<?r ^ (?i TO firm toc^ cwn 1¥^ fir*f?m to i liiTOT 
^fir*rTO ^ *rTO^ tot^ i TOrf^ TOsrfTO toto TO?r® fro 
-TO ^ %^'^< Tot toc^ I (?r ^itrorni^ to ^iic^ ^tl^ro, 

CTOTTOto:’f t^SfTOs ftw <1ltk?J ^^TOTCm ^5RTO TSR’tcm 'S TORT 
firf^t^^TO TOTt-TOWB f^ror %>?f? cro cji??^ f^ro 
TO^TO ^ TOC^ I ^ f^"«#?r I ^Sf# TO^^ TO TOfI ^ICS|R?PI f% 

m ? ft^ w m ? TO TO^ TO^ <3 nrfronm w:Ki ^ cro* i toi 
m ^ TOichcm 'TOrc^ TOT-TOrro cro* i tot m totoc^i^ 
fifstf^at®! vG TO^<p ■‘^tf^srom to toic^ ^sff^ cro m 

1TO TO 'STc*rT c^T m \ ^ ^irc«rs ^ ^^TOc*f 3H% 

TO (Tf I2Pt^ CTO?T 'Q^ C>iTO ^’tr I CTO?T 

'3t C»iTO TO[? TO^ifTO tTOTO ■miTOlTO TOjmim 

Wif^^ii troc^ ‘iiTO ^ic-*ti*iH yr®im, ‘ij^TOfro cro 

fifTO ^ TO TOTO TOT CTO TO TO TO^TT I TOTT ^ TORI 

^sitfsT TO?r^ TO I TT^^IWC*! ^ TOt 1^ ^ MC^T I TOIW? 
cRcm c*ii^ "^^^ncRcm "ft^pf® mi, ^nf^'G ti^ "^rsni "src^ 

^ I TO^t, TO^ ^ ftfl^ CRTO TO’t CTO:® ^ 1 TO® 

TOC® fii^ TOT ^ to:^, tot ®®c«ii® i ^ totoI^ 

®<?tT %IT ^ TOH, ®TTO troat ’*ffTO 'em TO ^ TOC^, ^ 
^ I I^C^at C^rtTOsI ^ TO TORI TOT, fTOatCTO ®tTORI TOT, 

1®CTOCTO '^prnrciTii, IroatcR? mm Itl® ^ wpt i ^ ®m 
TO^tM mrf® I aN??rt ®nTO to^, w^^r torit cm—^*n!® ^ tot®’!, 

^STITOT cm ^ TORT ®T®tC® TO ^ TORT m I TOfT TOTTC® 

^ I ^UTORir TOTc® mro to to f® ®to i «ito^ TOro^mic® 
\5itTO m®tt^m 1^ CTOI TO I TO®, ^TORIt ®®T ^TOffel C5^ 
®TO I ^ TOT® CTO® C®RT ‘t^MH'l C®^ I ^ ^(f&%® ®m CTO® ^ ®® 



\5lTC^ ^ t^t?roslTi ^RP3? t^ftf^ ^Sf^PTlW 

^TWf W5? I '«lf^ tTOfW? ^ mm ^5TNJt 

^t<!i*l '©l^^W C^n> ^c^Hl I 

^snt^ I 1% (71^ T (?rt^ C35J5 

C’fC^, <4 'a|<5'3^lu ^C*JK I 

^K\ ^ c^m wnrs^ ^*rtw^ ^W'fitw fc?, 

^’RTc^ ‘im s^m 'e lirai’f csn^’fpst? c*f^ t% 'srf^^ ^ i 
c5n:^n?5;?T m\ ^sitcHfppR mm ^ i cwi’^rc^^, ^m\ m 

^ ^ «rt^ 1^ sn:»f 

w <»WC^^ 1 

3t mRrm«f: ft^ ^ <?m 

^ ^ ^ I ^ ^snc^ ^5f^fw CT, ^^^Tn?f*m ftff^ 

WS ^ Wfira ^ eif^f^svi TO 

®T^r®rrc^ ’iTO i 

fH^ i fw ' ^ TOTO <^n?sR I tr?rr ft^ 

cpfTO ^ ^5(tt^ '6ic*ii5 ®fTO 1^?:^ c^ I 'S^c*t 

^nd' ' >i4^yi‘ijf%g pcsi giro m ^ «^I:? 

mos^ c'stc’ti^ wr^ 'q ^f%m, ^ ^w? to^ ■^'sto 

TOc«r lilt ^ ^ ^5ifcsn «ii^ TOWfl I 

W?1 ^«ITTO l^’RTt*! CT •^#^f<?)'^ 'ai^JTO mmi ^ 

TOTO TOT (?iTO ®Fm«r TOtTI TOT I 

<U^ TOT nTOTf^ (CTOSTO^) m%^ ®RT ^ ^^TO ^^«T5T 
^^mcsRT fiff^ TOPg^ 'Q v£R5tTOT W I TOT TO^ <iJt TOT^ 
fiTO CT, TO^ ^WT 'Q WT’T TOTO^ TSR’tr'Rl TOrf^ TOHff% 'Q 
TO ^Pi:^ r ^ W^ ^ CT, ‘ilt snsTC^ TO TOT TOT ^5T^^ 
f\^ «TTO ^ f% '5ri»iTciT'^ ^rfro's to r 

TTftTOT CTO«TT TOtl^H ^ ^TOT TOT C^fTlT ^fro | 

^ftsT ^^TOf*T I^TPt^ TO% I ^ t^TT^ ^ O.vO TOn 
I ’‘TTTO •'*FTOt tof? TO5 OT t^rros 

*iTC«iTO »TTTO TOT CTO«n I «iFHT TOR I ^(tt 

^ ^eC»T ^TO TOfiRT I TOTsI ^ TO^ ^<tt TOP® TOTOR 
^JiRTOTOt^ftft^CPRT^fTOt|5T I 

^ RfRsi 3t %iTO RTO %rT tor fr^< tortt 
vflTO^ TOTOR TO5 C^ cm I ^5TOT ^ ^ROT TO 

TO, f^TTO RRRR TOI^ TOTORI'QRR C^ C^RH R# f f^T?^ 

TO RTtJRT %, TOOT vsfl^ RTR^ TOrWi g (TOTO) fiR, 
1^»^TO5 TOOT TOIOT (ilRt cS^C^P T ^vi^ % i£JTO f^TTO te® 

TOR TOT TO I TOR TO TOR, RTRltTOR (RfC^ 'iTRlTR CR TOR 



'^f\m ft^r ^jus >f?i«fer 

^ ■^sRR I ^srrt^ »fli^ ^'Q *nt^ <?i, ■^t?nwc*Ri ^ lirc^r 
^5tw^<3 «>iHjc<PH ^ ^ I ^ 

^ ^ CTO snu <?^, «nj[ TOT CtiTO, TOT f^r^, 

WT 5lHW<T ^TTO ^ si^ CTO toc?? 'Q^ 

TO?T ■5®n?RT I 

...TO^^ ^ ^WC»tT TO^«t 'Q^pT ^-d ^ 

^TTOCiRI 'Q'^ 2IFQ®TC^ SOT’t C^ ^srf^CTO <TO 

'?l^l^nl(.i<5j viR^ TOrf^ 

^2fTO TOHTO TO CTO«lt TO CTO* 1 

'STCTOTT, ^ WTT TOTO^ *TOrpf TOTf^ I '^TO TO^C^ ^ TO®T 

^ ^c®R TOTO*^ CTO I ■^TO jw cH, ^Tn%r 5 -(?to 

”sr$ ^<Ns 11^ 1^ TOc^, ^'Q ^ ^ I ^ 

^ilTOT 1^ ■^tTOPt W '5^ m=^ W^ C^ T01^ TO TOT t?n%T^ 
TO TOR ^ I TO TO«1 ’TSI^Ns CTOC^T TO, ^ ^>lR|V| 

^TO >8 ^>|piw ^iftiJl C>TTOT To I TO]^ Wf^TOT? TO«?( 

^ 1toc¥ TO<?TT TOTTO I 

i£l^ TSTtf^ TOT fTff% fro 1% TO I ft^ fro TOCTO ^51^ 
TOTO ‘iRR'n TORS CSH TOT TO® ft^ f^, TOCTO TOT 
TOTOC^ To (RCR I TOR TO ’ftos CTO ^5l^*ff ^CTO I 
1^ TOCRR TO TO ^ (R, TORT Tff^ RTg^Ttm iRs 

R®?IiC^ Csrcs? ■^TO RH^ ■spffPiT C'^TC^T ^®R '■rf^TOT^ CRC^ TOR I ^51^ 

^snf^ ^[TO® ♦nf^ TOTTCTfR TOTO TOTO?*T TOTOTRs CRR 

IrTO ^ I '3%^ TOTO TOP*R RTO^T TOTTCSRCRs ffff^ 1^ I ^ ®RTO 
Ceff ^C®^ RTO=T TOrTTRRCRS I TO^TO TO^ RTO=T TOTTCRRCRs 

ffff^ 1^ I ^SR s#TO WU %T ‘ilTO ‘iRRTO ^ TOTO TOmRRCRs 

1^ I RCTOR, TOjc«i*r totttrrcrs ffff^ ^ ^ 

TORT C®T TOCTO CTOR ^RT ^SHTOT TOCTO TOT CRit® 

‘iRRJ ®TR® TOTTTRR ftff® fTO I 'fl'Q ®n?R TORT CR, W TORT 
‘iRs TOlTCPR TO ^SRs I ®T^f^ TORR 'R®^ TOTTO, ®TTO TORSR 

"^t^f® f%C® "R® CSfft Rs^c^ ®R TO®! <RRS 4RsfRR ^IWR ^TWR C^TTCRR 
«nRRt^ I ®r^pR TOR5RR 'i) TO ®tR® RTOR RTORR TORT 
C®TTORR CRRRTI 

3t %!®Sr : TORSR CRSTTO 'iJ®RT RCTOR CR CRRRT f 

3t TORTTOR : %T, C®t RTOR ®TR® TORSR I CRCRR TO<, 
TOTORC*R ^1®JTOR ^ ^R ®l CRCR, TOR RRR R5R, ®’*R ^1^1® CRTO TOT 
tsw&»il RTO I RT^ RTOfRC^ rRIr ®rTRTO TOR '^if^ I sn!| ‘RI^ CR, TOR 
^TOR (to 'BTRsR' TORsr 1^ RCPR, «£|TO C®1RR RTOR CR^, c®TRR 
R^TO TORTO TOR C^ R[R^ I ^^•TTOR TT^ TO^TOCTO RCTO^ 



brOO 


1^, ■fl^f^ f^, ^i'B?j$i ^istK 

'srpj^ WTO I ^ ^®TO >1^<^!Wi) ^C*^ «iJ^'Q 

«iirCTrf^, ^*(<' w®f w WT ftff^ (7f^ I i£I’«rq ^fw 

<?l C5fC5?H, (?iC?H ^ I (?ITO? WSRT *RI W 

*«??T ^ CTO, C^ITOT CW (?^^, CTTO^ ’^nro 

C5^, ^ ^5TO ^RRITO5 W^ CTiTO ^Tsni I 

....^’«R !>1<1^IC^ <^1 TOW ^5^ ’T# >0^ ?5TOt 

^snro ^ I TOt?R:«t ^ w ^snf^ to:^ y»ifw 

WTTO C^ WTOT^, '8^, '^TOtTO m ^>8 TO5 Tfft^ 

^?TOP^ ftff^ TO CTO C^ ^TOl TO 

^5RTin^ »f^rwf TO TO I ....-^ TO TOm tCTO^ Ito 

'SITTOW? TOW TOW? W TO TOf^ TOTO^T TOCW l ^ 
^8 C^ltRTO CST’^n I C5T f^TOt W W TOtC^W 

^ TO^ cTO TOc^ ’rm i ^s csn^it toto ITOcw, 

i£l?s«IT TOWW TOT TO1TO ^ ^ I CTO^H TOC^ ^ CTO (?l^ ^ TO 
TOtf^ 1^Wt TO C<?fWs TOfm ^ I TOlf^ nff^sTO^ ^ TOK 

TO ^ TOTO ^ TOt^ TOC^ I ^ '8 

^i(^«iw«a TOf¥ 1^TO5 TO^n I 'i^ ’iil^'SH ■5:?i ^rfro to 

TO ’ffro <1(fwfw<5 TO TOf¥ TO TOW ^X TO^ 

TOC?5^ 2rtTO% TO«( to¥ TO I ^rrf^TOl? 

TO^ 'TO TOl^ ^ C^ (71, c^r ^ TO "^TO,.... 

fiJTO t^g^lCTO "TO TOfW f&W TOW W TO ^ I '£RJi<^ 
TO5 TlttTO f5^ TOT I •*#'tf^ TO TOIRf^ C^ I 3t 

^?rt#t TORI, TO TO^ ^ TOs CTO TORIJ TO TO 
^\tf¥m TOt^ TOW TOff^TOTW f^fTOTO ^ft=T TO®1lC^CTO 
^TOt^ TOCTO 'STO 5TTO I 4^....TOT '8 TOTOil (^W *fT§) sfCl^f 
-«^ >Q <1ftwiW^ 1?rTO ^ TOW, TO ^^^8 TO I ^ 

TOT %T*T TO %Jt??Tm ’Ttf^sTO f^-'^pT^ 'S 

<iif4'«'ic«T?i ^rm to ^ ^ TOW’T^ TO TOW i 

3tTO%^5TT^: 'iJ^tow^f 

TORTO*f: ^ 8 C®T1%T I 

«ftWJ TO% TOTT : TO 1%WW=T f 

3t TORTO'T : ih8V TO I TOTWPt 1w, ^ bJftSlr TO 

C»T^ TOW I iJftSV TO?I^ vil?# ^ TOt^ TOW5 | 

TO Rm, TOTCTO ^ TOn<3 TO, ^8 <?rtR^ crowft TO*n^ 
^TO^ TOflro, ^ ^??Tt TO TfflTO ^RW TO TO?BI 
^5l?^ WSC® TO TOC^ TO«f CW TO^ 'iRR’T ^ TOR l ^8 
C* 1 lf^ ^( ^sm TOFRT >8 TOU$?r ^n®fws TORT TOlf^WR I 1^ TO*rt^ 



brOi 

telftCPR, ^ ‘‘TO ^WH 

^ «rtc=^ ^ ^iJWH ^ I C^ w TO TOtn, TT^ 

^^RBfT ^jM "fro^ ^nw*i I 

'STCTO^, ^ t^C^jra C»rOT ^srtc^ iJ>8V TOS! Ci*t 
*n:? ^srtfir ^wf^eirsi f^vifD^ 'sjitg cro f^ TOc<^ ’rtfwKs^ 

^5RTO ^ f '5irc5Ti55Tr^ Tsrtwi »^, ^st^ toto^ t2fi1% 

<nfwi^ ^tTORl ^STfaRcf, ^sT^ct 

1^8 ^ fta%»R I TOTsrr ’frft'Q c^ toi 

f^?R I '^liS <^(.®l ‘^C^J$l ^fST® ifl*^ C®C9f C'»1C^, '^ifw "SI^ 

CTO setTOTO cm*^ I Tf&^ TO TOTTTf^ 

^%w~n mif^ ^ w I 

■sfcTO^, ^ ^TOi to ^ %ng;g t?n#, ’*m«t 

TO*r51C^ TO5H ^ I TO 

TO5T ^ I <?i (?f»r ton cncn c TO 5 Cji f^n to '3k*8'Q 1% cro 

TO '^c^iRnr ii&8n to I nrll# R In. ton i sron 

: ns^cstn—cn nssTO cst ^ cnc^^8b' nrro 'Oocn TO^nfk^ 
ns?5sn?T?f ^ ■^cTO TO CTO ton ns?m to wfij 
m'Q Tt^ TOc^ Tt( cncnc^ TO^ ^ ^ nnmft ^ ncro i 
TOTO TOTS TOs ^jto, TO* ^ton, TO* ^nm, n^, <^1^ to 

mtoc^ ^jton CTO n^ to sito® toc^ totot i cn toc^ 
^t( TO?n cncnfl ^ ■ston toto 'g TOn winros nmn i 
Wfn TO«f 1n^ nrotTOP f^c^san ns?m ^ 1% f «iRi ^ ^ vi]^ cn, toto 
TOc^ TOn ^ TO^ nr TOro TOton nrro b8-ie 
'TO I*-- 

^ TOtn 'snnnr? ntwr ^aro? <3TO^ to:^ nt^, toto n?ncn? 
cton wn ton ninto cn ntofn ‘iicnlton,'^ In lamnT 
TOmfn cn, ncn fb -< atoi r tot nttocnn TOfn nc ro ? n t^ntcnn 
sfTO TOf^ ^ '^nt ncnn nr, to cto TOntcnn 'Q nttomcn ^ 
TOc^ TOcn nr, TOn^i to¥ to tinssrto to n«nn? nn i ^?nto nm^ 
n i toicH^ TOfn ntoc^ i ^?itto 4W nmto nttomcn tot ncro i 
^TOrr cnn ^ TO cn n r to r cn i j torn nUnro to to?t to?! 
CTO n? TO TO cron I nirnn nra ftto tot, I^cto to^toi 
^ nrc^rir tot i^itoto n?i toru cst mtotncn cncn ^ i 'of^ mtorn 
npg ntn^Pr-i^ r' H ^ c^gtonnc?TnTOiTOto^**^'®fTnn'to‘^ 
TO, iijTO nf^«r1% (TOt ntro TOnr i 

'fl *mcn ^rrw nnrocn "life cnro nnt crorr nnw, ^snfn <ai^ 
nto(TOn) w, nrntn, c®mtnt^tf^^»n%TO, 

^ TO, TO ^c ^ ^ gfto Hinlln to?r ^ ncn to nfSito nfto 
TOT to TO nto cnw ntcn wnn toito to ncn nito 



brO'^ 

•n ^nrr i ^^«iic» ri(.^ win 

ft^ ^ (ym «t1?«f% ^sfpn:^, ^ w 

TTWt b i tfiuw i ia I ^ Tit?i-wi^ ^BTs I ^snfSr 

^fT?Pi5m ^ T!^ t W55T 

’^«n^ wm I »f?i®rtff wnra ^ ftff^ 

^ cTO?r WT, c^s^, ^<?c»f 'sm:^ ^snf^ 

c^nwRj ^ viiw^ i ‘^lii’T '^fw^ 

?r5[sncs^ ■^t^f^H’nsf ’ffks* ’tk^ c^i^*tt 1^(.?<f^«i i 

'sm >i<‘»Mc.^ wrm ftffe f^, ^I’l-rm w^, mm cmm, 
f^ mm c^ »tt^ i mrs mm c?sh w^ (?Rf% i 

TOm, ^gc^ mA ^ cwf-'iRi ^s?n:^ 

•sm ^ m?\ I ^ ^ ^ wiFt^n:^ 

m ^« 2 rr ’sra«f ^rfk?r tes ^ fr^ m mm ^wr i 
^^?Tfk»R, ^ ftfm K^ m csT’fw, « l^ff^ 

^st^r® fi^Roi ftPTii tk^ ^i^!w I ■^, ■^t?Tfwc^ 

^ ^ ^n?rry<fTi mus ism^ i ^ ^ ^?>*ircv?«rc4 

mrs ^ (?H mrs ^ ^ mj?\ (?t^ 's 

l^rf^ cmm'm t ct^tiwri wtc^<i to (?r’«fT ^ mm \ (?tto 
% n Tsiit, ■^TO'T ^ mu^ mm myt^ tk®H i 

cm\ ^ mm fk®R i ^ mm mm? mm, cmm 
’•rf^npk m, c^sTTO^ TO i c^stro^ ■>nfi <y^, 

cwm "TO? TO <«fm c^i>iic>n5 TO <«nTO ^i>ii'cm^ t% to to f 
m ^^TOr»m 'sn^ 'q (Tr^rpm? cmst toiot 

«J»^ll.'o C*roi R(.'stcnii "^St I ^sftf^ ^FTt 

mus ¥1^ 'Q'^ OT ^smsR't ■^kto ^ crot^ mum 

'Q’Rit ^TO, mm mw ^ mm 'Qm \ 

^ TOpiTf^TO fkro ?.... 

TOPi^, ^ ^??jm ^i^'c^? m^s mm 

OT C^ 'olC^ ^ c*ml tk* ^ I 

iT^TOij mj[t^ m(.K^ w ^ mm 

I ^t®Tnpfi?*ni ^c<i ^®ic^ *r^ ^uo ^rfc5 ^ 1 

<3 ^ TOiii m\ ^sf5t?i m ^ I ^ 'G ^ T5i%CT^ ^pmp? 

'5TOTi?^ «t®n «p?n ^^siTO I ^ >0 ^ ^#OT?i »mT 

^TOTl?^ ’int ^ TO? C^f^ w ^ ^ TOP!? ^ 
^ TO I? ’Ht ?kB I TO? TO=! M?*^?C^ ?? ?SC? I ^ 

<1^?OT? ^ItTO «r?W? ^»f«T^HTO? ^PT? TOPfs? mt^ ^ATO C? ^!TU? 
If? «nfl? TO? ^ Ik mm ^ f ^?tf|?f to? 

^ ^5!TO tk?m ?W! ?T y TOH TO? m^ mp^ ^ f 
ipits^ TO? ^?ll|?T k TO?* TO? TO=T W 





^srmm % t5!sir?n c^, ft « 

^Hiic<n5 'Q^ fto *rw-^rRii? 

^ •5it1^ f ....^=^ 

'^m ^ 'Q’Ri ^'Qui^ %:m 'e^, 

'iJt M'SjW^ t^TOi ^'Q?ItW C^K^fHl ^ ^ I 

^5tw^ ^ ^ ?Rjt?i c!^ I ^ ^>ifffviiH ^mu? 

^ C^ ^>|41>llW< ^ ^[5i;ft?I ^ 

ft--^, T5TOI oii?*Ri ^5nirn?t?it '?[wik, ^ c^ 'sm 

^ jrm cgrc^ ^«tT c^tps ^ ft^ c^tm 

Rtiil^'®! ft^t^ f^(.'o ?P?fC^ I ^rtflT^ 'GTTUSS 

W, 'STR^rsBl W ^iT^^irth-tC^ ft^ I. 

^ >8 TRsar %Jfft 

^It^, ^|»8rt*il^^ *ic,«i^ ^IC!^ *l3I^P)c^f^ I 

3t^5i^ «l«n§| : ^ C^HH I 

dt ■?rmTOnr*r : c^ 1^ *n:^ c»rRT^ i ^srrf^ f^'^ff^, tt^ 

ftff^ fes ^iwm 4fta ^smm c^ T ^<TOT <?H 

^5[mi ftro irofl^ I 

wth ^fc^TRi ^srmt ^ 

I wm ^srrsRit ^irr%i_Jm...#m ^ 1^ 
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SHRI SUNDAR SINGH BHANDARI : Sir, his speech will remain 
unfinished, if we adjourn. 

SHRI PITAMBER DAS ; In case we have to adjourn, let his speech 
remain unfinished. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : If that is the desire of the House. I have 
nothing to say. This is a private Member’s Resolution and we can 
adjourn for the day. As per the desire of the House, the House stands 
adjourned till 11.00 a.m. on Monday, the 2nd August, 1971. 

The House then adjourned at five of the clock till eleven of the clock 
on Monday, the 2nd August, 1971. 
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CALLING ATTENTION TO A MATTER OF URGENT PUBLIC 

IMPORTANCE 

Trial of Sheikh Mujibur Rahman by the Military authority of 
Pakistan 

MR. CHAIRMAN ; Shri Advani. Not here. Shri Bhandari. Not here. 

SHRI PIT AMBER DAS (Uttar Pradesh) : We will take our chance 
later on. Let the attention be drawn first. 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA (Orissa) : Mr. Chairman, Sir, I beg to 
call the attention of the Minister of External Affairs to the trial of Sheikh 
Mujibur Rahman by the military authorities of Pakistan and the threat 
given by President Yahya Khan that the Sheikh may be executed. 

THE DEPUTY MINISTER IN THE MINISTRY OF EXTERNAL 
AFFAIRS (SHRI SURENDRAPAL SINGH) : Mr. Chairman, Sir... 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA : I have my objection. I read in the 
papers that the External Affairs Minister has left the country today for 
Indonesia. He must have known that this motion is comming up... 

SHRI JOACHIM ALVA (Nominated) : He has not gone on a holiday. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: He has informed me, he has written to me... 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA : He has taken your permission ? 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Yes. 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA : Then you should kindly announce that 
he has taken your permission and in his absence... 

MR. CHAIRMAN: But Mr. Surendra Pal Singh is also a Minister. 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA : I know. I have seen the list of Ministers 
and I know that he is also a Minister. But I had to record my protest 
because the Minister of External Affiars is not present here. 

MR. CHAIRMAN : I also announce that Saturday's debate will be 
initiated by Mr. Jagjivan Ram. Yes, Mr. Minister. 

SHRI SURENDRA PAL SINGH : Sir, according to reports, the trial 
court martial of Sheikh Mujibur Rahman has started in West Pakistan on 
the 11th August for "waging war against Pakistan". This trial is being 
held yet camera without allowing any foreign legal assistance to him. 
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Earlier, in the course of several statements. President Yahya Khan 
had warned that the punishment could include death penalty and that he 
could not say whether or not the Sheikh would be alive when the so- 
called Pakistan National Assembly meets. Government view with grave 
concern these developments. President Yahya Khan himself had, in one 
of his earlier statements, referred to Shiekh Mujibur Rahman as "the 
future Prime Minister of Pakistan". As the leader of the Awami League 
Party which won 167 of the 169 seats to the National Assembly from 
Bangladesh and thus had a clear majority of votes in the National 
Assembly of Pakistan. Sheikh Mujibur Rahman held a unique position 
as the acknowledged leader not only of Bangladesh but of the whole of 
Pakistan. What happened after the 25th of March this year is known to 
the whole world. The denial of the verdict of the people and letting loose 
of military oppression and trampling on the fundamental human rights of 
the people of Bangladesh stand self-condemned. Instead of respecting 
the verdict of the people and acknowledging Sheikh Mujibur Rahman as 
the elected and undisputed leader of Bangladesh, the Pakistan 
Government has launched a reign of terror and carried out a calculated 
plan of genocide, the like of which has not been seen in recent times. To 
stage a farcical trial against Sheikh Mujibur Rahman is a gross violating 
of human rights and deserves to be condemned by the whole world. 

We have repeatedly expressed our concern for the safety and welfare 
of Sheikh Mujibur Rahman and his family who also are under house 
arrest or in prison. We have conveyed our deep anxiety and concern to 
the Secretary General of the United Nations and foreign Governments 
and asked them to exercise their influence on the Government of 
Pakistan in this regard, should any harm be caused to the person of 
Sheikh Mujibur Rahman or his family and coll agues, the present 
situation in Balgladesh will be immeasurably aggravated and the present 
Pakistani rulers will be solely responsible for the consequences. We 
share the concern expressed by all members of Parliament in this regard. 
We appeal to the conscience of humanity to raise its voice against the 
action that the President of Pakistan is taking. We express our 
condemnation of the action and warn the Government of Pakistan of its 
serious consequences. 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA ; Sir, while very much appreciating the 
concern shown by the Government of India and the letters addressed by 
the Prime Minister of India to different Governments, may I know from 
the Prime Minister or from the External Affairs Minister how many 
countries have indicated their displeasure to President Yahya Khan over 



his designs to try Sheikh Mujibur Rahman and to attempt to execute him 
? I hope the hon. Prime Minister and the External Affairs Minister would 
have see in to-day's newspapers U Thant's statement which is a unique 
one of its kind. At one place he says that this particular trial would have 
repercussions outside Pakistan while in the sub equent paragraph he say 
that it is within the competence of the judicial system of Pakistan. 
Everybody knows and our Government also realises that it is not 
confined to the judicial system of Pakistan only. It has its international 
repercussions and U Thant appreciates it, but he seems to be incapable 
of doing anything in the matter, even being the Secretary-General of the 
United Nations. Now, the difficulty is , supposing somediing happens to 
Sheikh Mujibur Rahman, thereafter it would be difficult even to control 
the Bangladesh Mukti Fauz. Supposing Yahya Khan does something 
according to his won whims, would it not be desirable on the part of the 
Government of India to give President Yahya Khan an ultimatum, even 
to U Thant, that if something happens to Sheikh Mujibur Rahman 
according to the designs of President Yahya Khan, then it would be 
difficult for India to send back the refugees, because never probably 
would calm come back to Bangladesh and, therefore, it would be very 
difficult for the refugees to return to Bangladesh; so, in such a case it 
would be difficult for India to remain a silent spectator to the trial and 
execution of Sheikh Mujibur Rahman. Has it been indicated to President 
Yahya Khan and U Thant and, if so, what is U Thant going to do in the 
matter ? Has the Government of India received any intimation from U 
Thant ? 

SHRI SURENDRA PAL SINGH : Sir, may I take the last question 
first ? It is not fair on the part of the hon. Member to say that India is 
standing completely silent and is a silent spectator to all this. It is not 
true; it is not borne out by facts. Ever since this matter come to our 
knowledge, we have done our very best to bring it to the notice of all the 
friendly countries all over the world; we have brought it to their notice 
through our Missions abroad; our special delegations went abroad any 
they also took up the mater with all the Governments, and as the hon. 
Members already know, the Prime Minister herself has addressed two 
letters to the Heads of Governments. Similarly, our Foreign Minister has 
written to Secretary-General U Thant. 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA: What is the result ? 

SHRI SURENDRA PAL SINGH : I will come to the results, Sir. We 
have been assured by all the Mendly Governments that they would do 
their best to impress upon the Pakistan Government to desist from this 
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act/ Whatever views they may hold from the political point of view on 
the question of Bangladesh, on the question of Sheikh Mujibur Rahman's 
release, looking at it purely from a humanitarian point of view they all 
expressed their concern and they all wanted that his life should be saved. 
Now, as to how they should do it and what they have done in this regard, 
it is very difficult for us to say. We have been assured that they would 
use their influence, and we hope that they have done so. Whether that 
will have any effect on the President of Pakistan is very difficult for us to 
say; it all depends on the sensitivity of the Pakistani regime to the world 
public opinion. But, if the past experience is any guide, we are not very 
hopeful that all these efforts will succeed, but we are hoping and praying 
that they will. 

SHRILOKANATH MISRA : Sir, I want to put a question. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: No, no; only one question. 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA : Arising out of this. Sir. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: No, no; I cannot change the practice. 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA : Sir, you have allowed two questions on 
Calling Attention. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: No, never; I cannot change the practice. 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA : Then I might have made a longer 
question. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: You might have done that. 

SHRI N. SRI RAMA REDDY (Mysore) : What is the meaning of "all 
nations ? All the members of the United Nations ? Is it what you mean 
by all nations" ? 

MR. CHAIRMAN; No, please... 

SHRIN SRI RAMA RADDY : Sir, I must ask for hon. Minister's 
clarification 

MR. CHAIRMAN : He will give the clarification while replying to 
another question. Mr. Minister, you may do so. 
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SHRI AKBAR ALI KHAN : Sir, May I clarify ? Mr. Rajnarain has 
accused me that I gave a wrong statement. Here if the newspaper. The 
words are "East Pakistan" and not "the whole of Pakistan”. So, he is 
correct. 

SHRI PITAMBER DAS: Sir, since the word has become the property 
of the House ...{Interruptions) ... whether we agree with the explanation 
of those words or their interpretation, that is a different matter. But the 
words are there. 



SHRIAKBAR ALI KHAN : But it is in a different context. 

SHRI PITAMBER DAS ; Sir, I say, whether we agree with the 
interpretation that is placed on the words or do not agree with it, that is a 
different affair. And in what context they have been used, that is also a 
different affair. But the words are there. The words are there very clearly. 

MR. CHAIRMAN : All right. 

SHRI AKBAR ALI KHAN: Sir, if you allow me. I will read. 

MR. CHAIRMAN; That is not necessary. 

MR. PITAMBER DAS : Although the explanation is given, that the 
expression "the entire people of Pakistan does not denote any back liding 
yet the words are there. Sir. 
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SHRI KRISHAN KHAN (Haryana): Sir, on a point of order. Sir this 
is a Very important issue, a serious matter, and not a one-party issue. 
Therefore Sir, will you request the hon. Members that while putting 
questions they should raise the whole level of the question so that it 
looks like a national issue ? It is not a one party issue. 

MR. CHAIRMAN : That is what I expect. I would request the hon. 
Members to please remember that it should be treated as a national 
question a very important question which concerns very big issues, and 
the level of the question must be raised to a national question. 



(Shri Rajnarain continued to speak) 

MR. CHAIRMAN : Mr. Rajnarain, please sit down now. Do not 
obstruct the proceedings. 
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MR. CHAIRMAN : I ask you to withdraw from the House. Now, I 
have asked the Member not to obstruct the proceedings repeatedly and 
he is obstructing the proceedings. 1 ask him to withdraw from the House. 

SHRI A. G. KULKARNI (Maharashtra) : This fellow has been 
expelled from his party. 

(Interruption) 

MR. CHAIRMAN : Mr. Rajnarain, I am asking you again to 
withdraw from the House because you are obstructing the proceedings 
repeatedly. 

MR. CHAIRMAN : I named Mr. Rajnarain for continuous 
obstruction of the proceedings of the House. 

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY OF PARLIAMEN¬ 
TARY AFFAIRS AND IN THE MINISTRY OF SHIPPING AND 
TRANSPORT (SHRI OM MEHTA): Sir, I beg to move 

"That Shri Rajnarain be suspended from the service of the House for 
the remainder of the session." 

The question was proposed. 
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MR. CHAIRMAN: The question is 

"That Shri Rajnarain be suspended from the service of the House for 
the remainder of the session." 

The motion was adopted. 

MR. CHAIRMAN ; The Member is suspended for the remainder of 
the session. Mr. Rajnarain, now you should leave the House please. 

(Shri Rajnarain continued to speak) 

MR. CHAIRMAN; Otherwise, I will ask the Marshal to take you out 
of the House. 

I hope this House agrees that I call the Marshal to take Shri 
Rajnarain out from the House. 

(On Shri Rajnarain's refusal to leave, the Marshal bodily removed 
him from the House). 

MR. CHAIRMAN : The House will realize that it was painful for me 
to take this decision, but 1 had no choice under the circumstances. 

SHRI K. CHANDRASEKHARAN (JCerala) : Yesterday, it was 
decided that he would not bring his stick. He has still brought his stick 
today. 

MR. CHAIRMAN : Nothing more on this. Rules do not permit me to 
do anything more. 

SHRI N. G. GOREY (Maharashtra) ; Sir, may I explain on behalf of 
my party that we had nothing to do with this and if you think that we are 
responsible for this in any way, I just apologise. 

SHRI A. G. KULKARNI: Sir, I am very sorry... 

MR. CHAIRMAN: There should be nothing on this. 

SHRI A. G. KULKARNI: May I know. Sir, from the Government 
whether it is a fact that after the approach has been made by the External 
Affairs Minister to the United Nations, a statement has been made by U 
Thant ? It seems, U Thant is under very great pressure to corroborate the 
facts and take proper action. Our Prime Minister has also written a letter 
to the various Prime Ministers of different countries. May I know 
whether the contents of that letter could be made known to the House ? 
If so, that should de done. 

Secondly, Mr. Yahya Khan is absolutely a maniac. He is not in a 
position to understand human approach and diplomatic and international 
language in this connection. Will the hon. Minister or the State Minister 



say whether there is a statement made today in which Mr. Gromyko has 
stated that Russia will also use its own goodwill to see that the life of 
Mujibur Rahman is saved; and whether during the course of discussions 
between the Prime Minister and the External Affairs Minister of our 
country and Mr. Gromyko there is any indication of the type of action 
which Mr. Gromyko has suggested in this connection ? That is very 
important, Sir, I request you that if there is any information on this point 
as to how Russia wants to help us, that should be indicated. 

SHRI SURENDRA PAL SINGH : Sir, this matter was also raised 
during our discussions with Mr. Gromyko during his recent visit to Delhi 
and we have been assured by Mr. Gromyko that when he goes back to 
Moscow, he will discuss the matter with his Government and he is of the 
view that the Russian Government will take necessary steps. 

SHRI A. G. KULKARNI: What are those necessary steps ? 

SHRI SURENDRA PAL SINGH : Well it is very difficult to explain 
this. He has assured us that he will do everything within his power to 
persuade the Pakistan Government to desist from this act and try to save 
the life of Mujibur Rahman. 

As regards the contents of Prime Minister's letter, I am not in a 
position to disclose the contents. As I have said earlier, the Prime 
Minister has written to all the heads of Governments all over the world, 
to all friendly countries, drawing their attention to the fact that this 
matter is of very grave importance and its consequences will be really 
very dire and it is imperative and desirable that they should act in this 
matter as early as possible and bring about the release of Sheikh Mujibur 
Rahman as early as possible. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA (West Bengal) : Sir, when I gave this 
calling attention notice it was not my intention to enter into a 
controversy with Government or with anybody. But here is an issue' 
which involves our emotions. Many may not share our views with regard 
to the stand on Bangladesh but many at the same time are in favour of 
sharing our sentiments over this particular issue of saving the life of a 
great patriot and a great leader. Sheikh Mjuibar Rahman. I am sorry for 
what has happened. Now, as I said, I do not want to seek any 
clarification so to say. After all, judging by the newspaper reports and 
also from the information gathered from the various Members on the 
govenunent side I have no doubt in my mind personally speaking that 
the Government and the Prime Minister in particular are doing their best 



to save Sheikh Mujibur Rahman's life. I can only express my full 
solidarity and support with their and their efforts. After all is said and 
done, we can only express our opinion here at the non-official level and 
the Government can also express its opinion before what is called the 
world community and speak to the world with anguished heart 
demanding measures to save his life. Even that I do not know how far 
we can do and what we can do. Now the best person to do so would be 
the Prime Minister of India, the head of the Government of our country. 
In fact she has been doing it. Therefore I leave it to her to say what she 
may feel like saying, if she would like to say anything. 

But one or two observations I would like to make with regard to this 
Again I say it is not that I seek any clarification and Government knows 
it very well, I share their view and they share our view; there is no 
disagreement on this matter. But certainly I am not in agreement with the 
approach the Secretary-General has taken by needlessly emphasizing 
that he was functioning within the judicial system of is own country. Sir, 
in international law and otherwise also this thing cannot be supported for 
a variety of reasons into which I need not go. As the Government has 
very rightly pointed out the same man who is now plotting to murder 
Sheikh Mujibur Rahman had to say that he was the Prime Minister- 
designate of his country, at that time of the United Pakistan, but today he 
is being charged with treason or with waging war against whom, I do not 
know, and sought to be slaughtered. It is not even a judicial murder; it is 
cold-blooded murder amounting to an international offence; nothing 
short of that. That is what 1 would like to say. 1 think the international 
conununity would take note of this that it is not even a judicial murder 
but it is a continuation of the slaughter of the 5,00,000 people and the 
crowning act of this slaughter by Yahya Khan would be the butchery of 
this great man. Sir, we launch our strongest protest against it and we do 
hope die world community the Secreatry General, United Nations, and 
other people will summon up enough courage to stay the hands of the 
would be butcher of this great man as far as other countires are 
concerned, I am very happy that the Government has addressed letter, 
the Prime Minister personally, to the Governments of the various 
countries and this will undoubtedly help the mobilisation of world 
opinion which alone can stay this murder of Sheikh Mujibur Rahman. 
Therefore I think we should pursue those efforts and I think we should 
express our seatiments in the last days of Parliament. I do not think it is 
necessary to speak much on this subject, it is well known that the 



Government and the people are together today in this matter in this 
country and we do hope that the voice of the 550 million people voiced 
by the head of the Government will be taken note of by friends all over 
the country as indeed by friends in the whole world. 

I do hope that by joining our voice with the voice of the Soviet 
people, the Soviet Government and other peoples also we will be in a 
position—whatever else we may or may not gain—^to save that piecious 
life which is a possession of all mankind. Today the life of Mujibur 
Rahman is a precious possession of all humanity. Therefore, we rise here 
to express our anguis and concern to save not only a human life, but a 
tradition, a cherished possession of mankind and it is the duty of the 
world to rally behind our nation in order to save that life and to compel, 
if by nothing else, by the force of world public opinion Yahya Khan not 
to proceed with his plan of a cold-blooded and deliberate murder of one 
of the finest creation of modem civilisation and human race. This is all 
that I say. I hope these are the sentiments in the hearts of everybody here 
and I still expect the Prime Minister on behalf of us, on behalf of the 
whole country to voice the anguish and concern of the nation and also 
raise the voice of protest against the calculated plot to murder a great 
man, a great patrot and a great possession of human society as a whole. 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA : After hearing Mr. Bhupesh Gupta I did 
not miss the presence of Sardar Swaran Singh. 

SHRI CHTITA BASU (West Bengal) : Mr. Chairman, Sir, allow me 
to say that a great tragedy is imminent. The tragedy is not only for the75 
million people of Bangladesh but it is also a tragedy for the millions of 
people of our country. It is not only a tragedy for us, but it is also a 
tragedy for humanity as a whole. One of the greatest fighters for freedom 
is steadily going to mount the gallows. No freedom-fighter in the world 
can take things lying low. Therefore, the sentiment which has been 
expressed by many, not only in this House but also outside the House, 
should be given proper respect and we and the Government of India 
should also try effectively to give expression of the people of this 
country to the international community as a whole. While expressing 
these sentiments of mine, I would like to know this from the hon. 
Minster. In this connection, it has been made clear by many outside and 
even in this House that there are certain countries in the world which 
still today think that the trial of Sheikh Mujibur Rahman is a domostic 
affair of the Pakistan Government. I do not mention the names. West 
Pakistan has got no law of its own save the law of the jungle. They have 



got no court, except the Star Chamber. If there is any court today 
particularly in this matter, it is the captive court and the conclusion is 
foregone. As I mentioned earlier, the tragedy is imminent. In this context 
there is a great role to be played by the great powers. In this connection, 
our Government has also written to many countries. Particularly may I 
know what has been the reaction of the United States of America ? I 
mention the United States of America because I am convinced.... 

AN HONOURABLE MEMBER : China also. 

SHRI CHITTA BASU : I am coming to that. I am convinced that 
Yahya Khan could not have gone to this length had he not been 
consistently and Persistently supported, aided and abetted by the United 
States of America. Therefore, if President Yahya Khan is a criminal, 
allow me to say President Nixon is no less a criminal in that case. 
Therefore, may I know what has been the response from the United 
States of America to the appeal made by our Prime Minister ? In this 
connection, I would also like to know whether any letter has been 
communicated to the Chinese Government in this respect. When we 
have sent letters to all Governments, whether friendly or hostile, on this 
humanitarian question of saving the life of a great patriot of this age has 
any such appeal been addressed to the Chinese Government ? If so, what 
has been their reaction to that appeal ? 

Lastly, in case the world fails, in case the United Nations fails to 
save the precious life of Sheikh Mujibur Rahman, may I know whether 
we are in a position to take specific, concrete steps to see that the 
freedom fighters cause does not go unheeded, that the voice of the great, 
valiant freedom fighter does not go unheeded ? We as a people who have 
fought for our freedom who still support freedom fighters the world over, 
should not fail another great fighter for freedom, and the people of India, 
lead by the Government of India should stand by those people who are 
also fighting for their freedom. Ad in this connection, we should take 
specific, concrete steps, not merely by words or by expression of 
sympathy, but by action in defence of freedom, in defene of those who 
fight for the freedom of the people. 

SHRI SURENDRA PAL SINGH: Sir, there can be no doubt whatever 
about the Government's sympathies for the cause of Bangladesh. It has 
been expressed on a number of occasions on behalf of the Government 
that we fully stj^port the movement in Bangladesh, their sentiments and 
these objectives, and we are doing everything possible within our means 



to support them in this. Whatever can be done to support their cause, we 
are doing Now, the hon. Member has said that if this present trial which 
is under way in Pakistan goes through and Sheikh Mujibur Rahman is 
hanged or executed as a result of it, it will be a great tragedy. I agree 
with the hon. Member that if this dastardly act is gone through and this 
heinous crime against humanity is perpetrated by the Pakistan 
Government, there is no doubt whatsoever that this will be a greatest 
tragedy not only for Pakistan or Bangladesh, but for India and for the 
entire world and for the democratic and peace-loving people of the 
world. Sir, as regards showing respect for the sentiments of the people of 
our country about Bangladesh, the Government has already said on a 
number of occasions that they are one with the people, with everybody 
here, that we sympathise with them and that we will do everything 
possible to support their cause. 

The the hon. Member asked about the reaction of the USA and 
China in this regard. Sir, hon. Members already know the standpoint of 
the United States of America in this regard, in regard to their supply of 
arms to Pakistan, etc. That matter has been discussed in this House 
before. 

SHRIN. SRI RAMA REDDY : That is a different matter. 

SHRI SURENDRA PAL SINGH ; On this particular humanitarian 
aspect, I think I am right in saying that they have expressed their concern 
about the life of Sheikh Mujibur Rahman and they have also said that in 
their own way they will try their best to persuade Pakistan not to go 
ahead with this action and that his life should be saved. 

In regard to China, our standpoint and our policy in regard to 
Bangladesh has been conveyed to the Chinese Government through our 
CDA in Peking. But as the hon. Members know, the Chinese viewpoint 
and stand on this issue is rigid and partisan. China is fully supporting 
Pakistan in regard to the Bangladesh matter. So, I do not think any useful 
purpose will be served by addressing a special letter to Peking at this 
juncture. Before doing such a thing, we have to find out what kind of 
reception our letter or approach will have, and in the present 
circumstances, I do not think it will serve any useful purpose. But we 
have kept them fiilly informed of our view point and of our stand. 

SHRI N. SRI RAMA REDDY : Is it not better that an appeal is made 
to the Chinese Government to save the life of Bangla Bandhu ? Will the 
Prime Minister consider the question of writing to them ? 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Mr. Niren Ghosh. 



IRM. 

SHRINIREN GHOSH (West Bengal) : I agree that it is a grave issue 
And when we gave notice of this Calling-Attention Motion we were also 
not fully informed of the steps that the Government has taken. Today's 
newspapers give some indication. And naturally it is beside me, it is 
superfluous to point out that the entire country is united on this issue. 
And it is also quite clear that it is not a judicial trial. It is a political trial. 
And if a murder takes place, if he is executed, it will be a political 
murder of the elected leader of the biggest single party of Pakistan of 
East Pakistan I will not say that now it is a single entity. The Pakistan 
that is gone as far as we can see. It is now West Pakistan and 
Bangladesh. So the concept of Pakistan called Pakistan is already settled 
by history and it is a thing of the past. There are two countries now. West 
Pakistan and Bangladesh. Now the question that I would like to ask is 
whether we can take certain more effective steps to stall the hand of 
Yahaya Khan. What counts is not the more expression of anguish or 
sentiment or anything like that, but certain things which can stall his 
hand, which can force him not to proceed with the trial of Sheikh 
Mujibur Rahman. And in this connection the question arises that certain 
countires in the world which are powerful countries, they have a voice 
and that is why I ask : Is it sufficient for the USA to express concern ? 
We know the role it has played and that is condemaned by all the parties, 
by all political elements and the entire people of India. And it is an act of 
hostility towards us, towards the freedom struggle, that the USA has 
committed. Nevertheless, the question remains whether the USA should 
be allowed to get away with the fact that it has expressed concern or 
whether the Governments of the world should not tell Yahya Khan, 
"Don't proceed with the trial. It is a mock trial. It is a political trial. It is 
not a judicial trial. So you cannot proceed with that." That is the question 
that I want to ask and I would like to know the reaction of the 
Government there to.... 

SHRI AKBAR ALI KHAN : Including China. 

SHRI NIREN GHOSH : Of course including China. We are not in 
agreement with China on this question. We take our own decision. That 
is quite another thing. So my question is whether Parliament should not 
address an appeal to all Parliaments of the world, to all Governments of 
the world.... 

AN HONOURABLE MEMBER: There is no Parliament China. 

SHRI NIREN GHOSH: He does not know, despite his wishes there a 
Parliament in China. 



MR. CHAIRMAN : Please do not get disturbed. You proceed with 
your question. 

SHRl NIREN GHOSH : My question is whether the Parliament of 
India should not address an appeal to all Parliaments of the world and to 
all Governments of the world, whether we should not make a particular 
point—the USA, China, France, Japan, these are the countries which 
count—and if these countries, if these Governments, take a firm stand 
and tell Yahya Khan not to proceed with the trial of Sheikh Mujibur 
Rahman, then, Yahya Khan would not have the check to proceed with 
trial. So, we should put the question point blank. There is no question of 
evading the issue. That is why on this question I want to know the 
opinion of the Government. I suppose this is the last day. Lok Sabha is 
going to adjourn. If an appeal has to be addressed, we have to adopt it 
today. Tomorrow we cannot. 

Secondly, should not this issue be discussed in the United Nations ? I 
do not want to pressurise the Soviet Union. But can they not raise this 
issue ? Is it not possible to get the Security Council to discuss the issue 
and give some indication of their opinion to Yahya Khan. That will be 
something authoritative. Somehow or other it is clear, if the Security 
Council is called into session, it will be very difficult for them to get 
away from the issue and they will have to express an opinion. Whether it 
will be suitable or not, whether we can also approach that forum or not, 
are questions that I would like to put to the Government of India. Sands 
of time are running out. Eleventh is already over. Today is 12th. 
Everything will be over in a day or two. It may be that they may pass a 
death sentence. They may or may not execute him. That is not the point. 
We do not concede the right of Yahya Khan to try Mujibur Rahman. 
That is the point and that is the history we have come to. Time is very 
short. If more effective intervention is needed, it will be done swiftly and 
quickly without any loos of time. 

SHRl SURENDRA PAL SINGH : I agree with the hon. Member 
when he says that the life of Sheikh Mujibur Rahman is very precious. 
There is no doubt about that and we feel the same way. We do want to do 
everything possible to save his life. Once way of doing it, as suggested 
by the hon. Member, is that the bigger powers should take more effective 
steps to influence Pakistan's thinking on this issue. That is exactly what 
we are striving for. It is for that reason that the Prime Minister addressed 



two letters to all the heads of governments including big powers, except 
of course China. We are trying our best to activate them to do something 
more effective and use their influence with Pakistan to save the life of 
this valiant freedom fighter. This is being done, but as hon. Members 
know the big powers and all other countries are moving in their own 
way. We would like them to take effective steps. They have given us 
assurances. It is very difficult for me to say about what they are doing in 
the matter or the manner in which they are doing that. We hope and pray 
that they will do something to save his life. 

As regards the appeal to be made by the Parliament, I am entirely in 
the hands of the Parliament and if the Parliament so decide to pass a 
lesolution or make an appeal to all the world Parliaments, we will 
welcome it as that will strengthen the Government's hands. 

As regards raising the matter in the United Nations, this matter has 
been given considerable thought by the government and it is still under 
consideration. We are not opposed to the idea of taking it to the United 
Nations. But it is a very complex matter. Hon. Members know that a 
great deal of consultations have to be gone through with the various 
countries about the matter and it is only when we feel that we have 
reasonable support of a large number of countries, the time will come for 
taking it to that forum. This is under consideration. 

THE LEADER OF OPPOSITION (SHRI M. S. GURUPADASWAMY): I 
look at this trial not as a trial of an individual, not as a trial of a political 
leader, not even as a trial of a revolutionary. I look at this trial as a trial 
of freedom itself. Sir, there is no instance in history giving us any 
information on such trials. I think there is only one instance which 
happened centuries back. That was the trial of Joan of Arc. Joan of Arc 
was tried for serving a noble cause; she was tried for waging a war 
against tyranny. 

Sir, the trial of Mujib reminds me of that trial. There is some 
resemblance, to another trial. That was the trial of Queen Anne Boleyn 
and she was tried on fictitious charges and she was executed by her 
husband. Sir, there is nothing comparable to this trial. Mujibur Rahman 
is being tried on a fictitious charge of waging war against Pakistan. Sir, 
when the issue of Pakistan itself is in doubt, how can this trial go on ? 
This can be a ^natter of opinion. Sir, my friend, Shri Niren Ghosh, said 
that the Government of Pakistan has no right to try this revolutionary, 
this great man. But the trial is being carried on. 



Sir, I welcome the steps taken by the Government of India so far. I 
have also to say that these steps may not be adequate to save him and to 
save the situation both in Bangladesh and in India. I say this about the 
situation because the fate of this great man is linked up with the 
subsequent developments both in Bangladesh and also in India. It will 
never be an isolated phenomenon and, therefore. Sir, I feel that the steps 
that they have taken, taken by the Prime Minister, though welcome, very 
much welcome, I feel, there is something still more to be done in this 
regard. I suggest. Sir, that we as Parliament—we are about to adjourn 
now—should make an appeal to all the countries of the world, to all the 
Parliaments of the countries in the world, that they should react 
immediately on this issue. 

Secondly, Sir, we should tell the world that the execution of this 
great man will cause greater blood-shed and it will be followed by a 
greater revolution and it will have its impact on our country also. This 
we should tell them. You know. Sir, anything that is done against this 
great man will aggravate the situation. So, Sir, we should spell out as to 
what will happen. Then, Sir, I suggest we should take up this matter with 
the United Nations more. I know that the statement of the Secretary- 
General is not at all satisfactory. I think he seems to be skirting round the 
issue. He has not understood the implications and I think he has to 
understand his responsibilities. 

Sir, it is the concern of the United Nations to safeguard the liberties 
of individuals as well as communities. And the United Nations has 
accepted this doctrine. If liberty or freedom is destroyed in any place, it 
will be destroyed everywhere. Destruction of freedom anywhere will 
lead to the destruction of freedom everywhere. That doctrine has been 
accepted by the United Nations. I think, we as a country—particularly, 
the Prime Minister—should convince the Secretary-General about his 
duties and responsibilities in this matter. If there is anything done against 
the life of this great man, we should also hold the United Nations 
responsible for its inaction. The United Nations has failed and we cannot 
give another opportunity to it to fail in this regard. It will be a tragedy if 
this diabolical, crude, brutal perversion will end in the execution of this 
great man. Therefore, Sir, I would like the Prime Minister not to satisfy 
herself with what she has done already. I want her to take up this matter 
‘seriously in her hands—not merely addressing letters; that it good 
enough and also, if need also, if need be, confer personally with some of 
the great leaders of other countries, and in particular the Secretarv- 



General of the United Nations. May I expect. Sir. in this great hour she 
would rise above all small things and represent this country and its great 
people and the Parliament and see that the tragedy that is impending 
against this great man is averted ? 
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MR. CHAIRMAN : Mr. Gorey. 

SHRI JOACHIM ALVA ; Sir, I want only one minute. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: No. no. 

SHRI N. G. GOREY : I fully associate myself with what has been 
said here by my friend Shri Bhupesh Gupta, Mr. Basu and so many other 
hon. friends. Sir, here is a case where we find that a government that was 
rejected by the people is sending to the gallows a man who was crowned 
by the people. Sir, if at all Mujibur Rahman is put to death, it will not be 
his death because he will live in history, but it will be the death of 
Pakistan. Therefore Sir, I am really feeling very sad in my heart that 
such a great man, whose sacrifice and whose stature cannot be 
adequately described by all of us with all the words that we can express, 
is nearing the tragic end; but it may be one of the most glorious. 

I still hope that his life would be saved and here. Sir I would like to 
subscribe to what Mr. Niren Gosh has said that let this Parliament, both 
the Houses as we did on the occasion of Bangladesh express their 
solidarity, their sense of sorrow and indignation at what is happening in 
Islamabad I have no doubt. Sir, that there will not be any dissenting 
voice in this House or that House if the Government comes forward with 
a Resolution. That its my first suggetion. The Prime Minister will be the 
fittest person to do it. Let her rest assured that all of us unanimously will 
support her. 

The other thing hat I wanted to know from the Government is 
whether they could not insist on an Emergency Session of the Security 
Council, because. Sir, the Security Council ought to be informed that this 
is something that is likely to engulf the whole of this sub-continent in a 
turmoil which will lead to endless suffering and bloodshed. This is not 



something that concerns Mujibur Rahman, the individual but it concerns 
Mujibur Rahman as the representative and the sole representative of 75 
million people and therefore. Sir I would say that let the Prime Minister 
insist or even other friends like Soviet Russia insists on an Emergency 
Session of the Security council. 

SHRI AKBAR ALI KHAN : Not only the people of Bangladesh but 
majority of the Pakistan people want it. 

SHRI N. G. GOREY : Yes. The third suggestion that I would like to 
make, and I would like to know from the Prime Minister whether she 
agrees to it, is whether she would not be able to write to U Thant to fly to 
Islamabad and stop this execution, if at all it is going to take place. This 
is something for which he should take the trouble to come all the way 
from the U.N. to Islamabad. If you remember his predecessor, Dag 
Hammars|cjold, lost his life when he was trying to save the situation in 
Congo. It is something like that it is much worse. Therefore, Sir, I would 
like to give these suggestions and I would like to know from the 
Government whether the Government would accept the same. 

THE PRIME MINISTER (SHRIMATI INDIRA GANDHI: Sir, this is 
one of the occasions when the entire House has one feeling and one 
voice I share the agony which honorable Members of the opposition 
have expressed. We are in a very difflcult situation. Several suggestions 
have been made all of which are suggestion to which we have no 
objection at all. If we have a Resolution or I ask U Thant to go to 
Islamabad I see no objection in it but the only question that comes to my 
mind is, will it be effective, what will be the result ? As some hon. 
Members have said there with a military regime which has been acting 
in the way that we have all seen and heard about, it will only disregard 
our Reslution or any feelings we may express with impunity. Whether U 
Thant will be willing to go after the sort of statement which he had 
issued is another question which comes to mind. 

SHRI N. G. GOREY : He has failed to understand the gravity of the 
situation all along. 

SHRI A. D. MANI (Madhya Pradesh): It will build public opinion. 

SHRIMATI INDIRA GANDHI : As said, I have no objection to 
asking him to go; the only question in my mind is whether it will ha^ e 
any effect whether in fact he will go as a result of my letter. We have 
also to contend with the fact that whatever we do fiirtiher irritates the 
military regime in West Pakistan so that whether we are the best people 
to be in the for front of any of his movement is also a question to be 
considered. This is why; if sometimes we have not spoken as loudly or 
as strongly as hon. Members have wished, it is not because we do not 
tell about his matter acutely but because of the thought as to what would 



be the effect. Would it create the opposite effect in the minds or increase 
certain—I do not want to use the word stubborn—that kind of thing; if 
these people are saying this that is all the more reason why we shall go 
ahead with that. It can create that kind of reaction. These are some of the 
question which we must all consider before we decide what we do. We 
have not left a single stone unturned in trying it can have in this entire 
area, specially our assessment of the future of that region and that we do 
think that what has happened in Bangladesh cannot be reversed. 
Something is happending and we all know from history that the sort of 
action that the Government of West Pakistan is contemplating will not 
have the sort of results which they hope it will have; it will have the 
opposite result. As hon. Members have mentioned here martyrdom does 
not end something; it begins something. It makes the man immortal and 
it is always bound to strength then his cause. These are some of the 
questions which use and which we must keep in mind. If hon. Members 
of the opposition like we can sit together and further talk about this 
matter. As I said, I personally, or the Government has no objection to 
any of the suggestions that have been made here and I would like to 
share with them the anxiety which arises in my mind. 

Now, hon. Members have rightly pointed out that Sheikh Mujibur 
Rahman today is not just an individual. Whatever his good qualities or 
otherwise—I do not know him personally—he has become a symbol of 
the aspirations, he urges and the hopes of the people of Bangladesh. He 
is the embodiment of the suffering and the spirit of sacrific of a very 
long suffering people, a people who are extra-ordinary gifted, sensitive 
and who have generally been of a more revolutionary mould than many 
others. So while we must continue all our efforts, if we can think of 
anything that will have actual effect then we should certainly do it. 
Nobody can be satisfied with what is happening. 

Now, many Members asked about the replies that we got from the 
various Governments of the world. Most Governments do not want to 
say exactly what they are doing. They only give an indicatin that they 
have taken up this matter or they want to pursue his matter. For them 
also it is a question not merely of writing to President Yahya Khan or 
expressing their views, but of trying to find a way which will be 
effective. We believe that a large number of Governments have taken up 
this matter but how effective it is we just do not know. It does not seem 
to be very effective however much be the pressure. Some Government 
are in a possition to exert pressure, but whether, in the present 
circumstances of Pakistan, the military regime will want to yield to that 
pressure, whether they can expect them to yield to that pressure, these 
are also questions which perhaps they will take into account and make 
up their mind again. 



I would like to make only one point to hon. Members—not strictly 
concerned with Sheikh Mujibur Rahman or this matter—which is that at 
all time we should differentiate between the people of Pakistan— 
Bangladesh, of course people even who live in the different provinces of 
West Pakistan—with whom we have no quarrel whatsoever and the 
military regime which is committing the atrocities in Bangladesh and 
which is also responsible for the suppression of all political rights of the 
people of West Pakistan. I do not think I can say very much now. We are 
aware that the united Nations has not done what it could have. We are 
aware of its many weaknesses not only on this occasion but on many 
other occasions and in other situations, and at that time we have always 
said that it is only a weakness. Yet we supported it as a body be cause it 
is a forum and perhaps there is no other such forum. These are questions 
of long term assesment on which views have to be taken. Hon friend 
Shri Gurupada-swamy, rightly mentioned Joan of Arc, where after a 
summary trial of this sort, after her being burnt at the stake, finally she 
was practically declared a Saint and then definitely a national heroine. I 
do not think ulitmatums or threats would serve any pupose. If they 
would serve any purpose we certainly would not hesitable to deliver an 
ultimatum or ' »threaten anybody; we will do this that and the other, but 
it is for the House to decide whether an ultimatum will achieve any 
result whether we could do it to the U.S.A or we could do it to the 
United Nations or we could do it to the Commonwealth. However 
strongly, however acutely, however agonisingly we feel over this 
question, we have to see that it is not one certainly of using any lanauage 
and it is not a question of having a constitutional or legal feeling on this 
question. The only point is what will be effective in trying to save the 
life of a person whom we feel is today much more than just an 
individual, even much more, as has been said, than a revolutionary of a 
fighter for freedom. He has come to symbolise samething and the great 
tragedy of the situation is that it is not merely a stragedy of Bangladesh, 
which is indeed very grave—the sufferings of the people—but the real 
tragedy. I think, is the apathy which we see of the other nations to what 
is happening there. So, I would like to support those Members who have 
said that on this grave issue we should remain united and have a feeling 
of solidarity and certainly we should sit together and see if anything 
more can be done. 

MR. CHAIRMAN ; I want to say one word. I share the anxiety and 
the feelings expressed in this House. I need not say that such a trial is 
unkown to civilization. If it against international law and if punishment 
is given in such a trial, it will be a crime against humanity. 
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CALLING ATTENTION TO A MATTER OF URGENT PUBLIC 

IMPORTANCE 

Serious Situation arising out of the continued Hostile and 

Provocative acts by Pakistan IVoops on Eastern Borders 

SHRI A. D. MANI (Madhya Pradesh) : Sir I beg to call the attention 
of the Minister of Defence to the serious situation arising out of the 
continued hostile, and provocatives acts by Pakistani troops in Tripura, 
Meghalaya, As I am and West Bengal and their reported shelling of 
Agartala town in the night of November 15, 1971. 

THE MINISTER OF STATE (DEFENCE PRODUCTION) IN THE 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE (SHRI VIDYA CHARAN SHUKLA); Sir, the 
Pakistani artillery fired 10 rounds into Agartala town around midnight of 
15th/16th November. The shells fell near the Secretariat and Hospital. 
As a result of the shelling one civilian was killed and three civilians 
were injured. In reply, our artillery fired on the Pakistani positions and 
their guns were silenced. 

Government is aware of the hostile and provocative acts by Pakistani 
troops on our Eastern borders they have indulged in unprovoked shelling 
across our borders in the States of Tripura, Meghalaya, Assam and West 
Bengal and there has been loss of life and property caused to our civil 
population and the refugees from Bangladesh. They have also instigated 
acts of sabotage in the States of West Bangal, Assam, Meghalaya and 
Tripura by infiltrating saboteurs to disrupt our lines of communications 
in these sensitive areas, and to attempt to create panic in our civil 
population. We have taken steps to prevent intrusions of Pakistani 
Armed personnel across our borders as well as to silence the Pakistani 
guns which fire at us from across our borders. We have also taken steps 
to prevent incedent of sabotage and to protect the lives of our 
population, and our system of communication in these regions. 

Honourable Members might recollect the statement I had made in 
this House on the 15th of November in which I had pointed out the 
serious situation that we face along our Eastern borders. Our Armed 
Forces are fully deployed along these borders and are prepared to meet 
any situation that may arise. 





SHRI A. D. MANI : Sir, I think I have two opportunities to put 
questions But I don't want to utilize the second opportunity. As mover of 
the Calling Attention motion I have two... 

MR. CHAIRMAN: No. no. Only one question, please. 

SHRI A. D. MANI: I want to make three points. 

The situation is very grave. The Minister knows that the town of 
Kamalpur in Tripura was shelled for 11 days in succession, not one day. 
One civilian was killed and five plance were short down by the Pakistani 
troops. We do not want to invade any country. May I ask the Minister 
why can’t we take some retaliatory action and destroy the enemy ? This 
is a matter which concerns our security. 

My second point is this. The Chief Minister of Assam came to Delhi 
and requested the Government to provide him with arrangements for 
rising Home Guards. How many arrests have been made under the 
Maintenace of Internal Security Act in regard to the saboteurs in Assam 
from Pakistan who have come into India and are damaging our railway 
lines ? The third point I would like to ask him is the Pakistani troops 
have come even to the 24-Parganas-Alipore as the starting point of the 
24 Parganas. They are very near Calcutta. A Pakistani submarine was 
sighted very near the Bombay harbour only last month, and it was 
chased by our naval vessle the 'Cauvery', and my information is that 
Pakistan's or Pakistan's friend's submarines are hovering round the 
Calcutta port. May I ask the Minister, in view of all these things. Why 
should the Government hesitate and take up a defensive posture ? Why 
cannot we go forward and destory its positions ? An war in the 
circumstances may be justified. 

SHRI VIDYA CHARAN SHUKLA : Sir, it is not a fact that we have 
taken only defensive postures. I have explained in this statement and 
other statements also that whenever we found that there was any 
offensive in the shape of shelling or otherwise, we have promptly 
mounted a counter offensive and silenced them and driven out the 
intruders, and wherever it was necessary, this counter offensive was 
mounted, and it has been successful. So, it is not correct to describe our 
positions as purely defensive positions. Sir, the second question that the 
hon. Member asked was regarding the Home Guards and the request of 
the Chief Minister of Assam. This matter has been discussed with the 
Chief Minister of Assam and satisfactory arrangements have been made 
in collaborattbn with the State government Sir, the third question was 
about Pakistan's submarines. It is a fact that the submarines have been 
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moving, but we have taken appropriate action to constrain their 
activities. 

SHRI GODEY MURAHARI (Uttar Pradesh) : Sir, I would like to 
know from the Minister whether his attention has been drawn to the fact 
that 76 members of Pakistan’s High Commission are leaving today for 
Karachi by a foreign airline. And it is evident that their Government is 
preparing for some kind of action. Otherwise, I do not think such a large 
exodus from their High Commission would take place. Also there is the 
fact that they have been stepping up their shelling activity and sending 
their aircraft, and the fact that there has been widespread sabotage by 
Pakistan's agents all over the country. Therefore I would like to know 
from the Government how long they would pursue the policy of wait 
and see, because this is costing us to much both in men and material and 
also in money. Therefore, I would like to know categorically from the 
Government whether the Government does not fell that it is high time 
that the Government took some positive action in this regard. 

SHRI VIDYA CHARAN SHUKLA : Sir, it is our resolve not to start 
the war ourselves and, therefore, short of that we are taking all the steps 
that are necessary to safeguard our integrity and borders and to contain 
these highly provocative actions by Pakistan's armed forces on our 
borders. Therefore, Sir, hon. Members will appreciate that with the 
constrains that we have put on ourselves we have been effectively 
meeting the challenge and the difficulties that have been created on our 
borders by the condemnable activities of Pakistan's armed forces. Then, 
sir, about the exodus of Pakistan's High Commission personnel, we are 
not the Ministry dealing with it but we keep our information up to date 
in collaboration with the External Affairs Ministry. 

SHRI GODEY MURAHARI: Seventy six of them are leaving today 
in a foreign plane. 

SHRI VIDYA CHARAN SHUKLA ; We know. We have studied this 
situation and we are keeping a very close watch on this. 

SHRIMATI PURABI MUKHOPADHYAY (West Bengal) : Will the 
hon. Minister let us know whether the Government is aware of the fact 
of Pakistani troops coming in the dead of night and raiding the private 
houses of individuals and assaulting the women ? So many things are 
happening there. In view of this day-to-day shelling, is the Government 
considering evacuation of the civilian population from these particular 
regions which are very sensitive, which are regularly being shelled and 
where strong sabotage activities are going on ? 



SHRI VIDYA CHARAN SHUKLA : Sir, the population that is living 
in the border areas is facing these difficult times with a great deal of 
valour and courage and, therefore, I do not think it would be a good idea 
to evacuate our civilian population from these areas. A population with a 
high morale, organised discipline and courage is an asset to the defence 
forces and therefore, I do not think this suggestion of the hon. Member 
should be implemented. But we are taking steps. Whatever are necessary 
and possible in the circumstances, to safeguard the civilian life and 
property. 

SHRI K. C. PANDA (Orissa) : In addition to the report that 12,000 
razakers have entered into Indian border areas, it is also reported that in 
the Western Sector, near about Shersa—near the base camp—and in 
Chandigarh, some Pakistanis have already established themselves as 
sardars having beard and hair just like sardars, even reading Granth 
Saheb. 

SARDAR NARINDARSI GH BRAR (Punjab) : Not only like 
sardars.... 

Interruptions 

SHRI K. C. Panda; Please hear the next part of it. It is also being 
reported that Indian nationals, that is, sardars, are doing sabotage work. 
But to my knowledge, those Pakistanis posing themselves as sardars are 
doing the sabotage work. I want to know whether the Government has 
been apprised of all these things and what steps the Government is 
taking for protecting vital installations which may be subjected to 
sabotage. 

SHRI VIDYA CHARAN SHUKLA : We are aware of the efforts that 
are being made by Pakistan to send in saboteurs and to organise acts of 
sabotage, and we have been taking effective action to put them down. I 
do not think the hon. Members expect us to go into the details of this 
matter, but I can assure the House that we are vigilant about the danger 
and we are taking steps to meet it. 

SHRI CHITTA BASU (West Bengal) ; Sir, I think the shelling by 
Pakistan is not intermittent but has become a regular and daily feature in 
particular areas, namely, Nadia and 24 Parganas in West Bengal, Tripura, 
Meghalaya and Assam. From all these things it appears to me that the 
Pakistni Army is determined to carry out its attack on the eastern region 
in order to cuCoff Assam, Tripura and West Bengal from the country 
because all these areas are very sensitive like the neck of the body. In 



view of this, may I know from the hon. Minister what particular steps 
the Government has so far taken with regard to meeting this determined 
aggressive posture and acts of aggression from the side of Pakistan, 
particularly in this region ? Further, I would also like to know whether it 
is also a fact that there has been continuous shelling for a few days in 
Boira, a part or 24-Parganas in West Bengal and, for the last few days 
people numbering about 10,000 as is reported, have started leaving die 
particular area ? Is the Government aware of the fact and, if so, what 
particular measures are being taken in those very sensitive areas to build 
up the morale of the people, to boost up the morale of the people and to 
create conditions by which the people of the area could meet the 
agreesive offensive of Pakistan ? 

SHRI VIDYA CHARAN SHUKLA : Sir, it is a fact that Pakistan has 
been regularly shelling certain sectors of our Eastern border, but it is not 
a fact that the morale of our population is by any standard low as might 
be implied by the statement and the question of the hon. Minister that 
there are further efforts needed to boost up the morale. The morale is 
good and the defensive action that we have taken and the offensive that 
we have mounted, whenever there was any shelling, has been very 
effective. We are completely aware of the situation there and, as I said 
earlier, we have taken the necessary steps that are called for in the 
situation. I do not think I should go into the details of that. Sir. 

[Mr. Deputy Chairman in the Chair] 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA (west Bengal) : I think the hon. Minister 
was quite balanced in what he spoke. There is a tendency on the part of 
the people in the Defence Ministry on such occasions to become 
Napoleans and 1 am glad that they are not trying to be Napoleans here. 
Our aim is not to start a war or to invite a war; it is for Pakistan to decide 
what they are going to do. We have to defend the country; we have no 
other aim except to defend the country. 

SHRI RAJNARAIN (Uttar Pradesh): Sabotage. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: You may say sabotage; do you want to go 
to war with Pakistan ? 

DR. BHAI MAHAVIR : Don't you have any concern for the 
Bangladesh people ? 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Of course we have concern but those who 
egg on India to go to war with Pakistan are not helping the Bangladesh 
struggle; they are only sabotaging the Bangladesh struggle. We should 
support the Bangladesh struggle in every way; we should recognise 
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them, we should give them every assistance. That is within our rights 
and if for that Pakistan attacks us it is also within our right to defend the 
country; with all our strength we should do so. There the matter ends. 
Now, Sir, I had been to the border areas in Maghalaya and the Assam 
area and I must say the morale is quite high of the civilians and also of 
the Armed Forces, but more important, the morale of the civilians was 
very high. I went almost to the border. I would not say whether I crossed 
it or not. Mr. Jagjivan Ram would not say many things. I found that our 
fields are being cultivated. The green fields are being cultivated and the 
peasants are cultivating. It shows two things. One is the morale of our 
villagers and the other is the protection the,defence forces are giving to 
them. I think it is a very good thing. Our General Secretary went to the 
western border and visited it for fifteen days. Similary, he told me that he 
found in Punjab that the morale was quite high both of the Armed Forces 
and the people themselves. This is a very good thing. At the same time, 
is the hon. Minister aware that a large contingent of foreign tourists and 
hippies are crowding the border area and roaming about freely, 
especially in the Hussainiwala border area in Ferozepore district ? The 
influx of foreigners from Pakistan to India has increased immensely 
during the last week. For example, fifty vans are coming daily now, 
whereas earlier the daily average was only three or four. The number of 
entrants without vans has also increased. Such visitors are a very potent 
source and a cover for espionage activities on behalf of the Pakistani 
military junta. Most of these entrants are US citizens and the big and 
sudden increase in their number is significant. Now, Sir, I suggest to the 
Government that this should be stopped. Those who have come should 
be taken under police escort from the Hussainiwala border and brought 
to Delhi and properly checked. This should not be allowed. I understand 
that theCentral Government has issued no directive to the local 
authorities which is why they are not in a position to take action. This 
should be looked into by the Government. The second point is this. I can 
say that some of they peasants in the border areas are facing some 
economic difficulties and gracefully they have aceepted them for 
national defence. Mr. Jagjivan Ram knows very well what he has done. I 
entirely agree that the morale of our peasants is high, but the have been 
put to economic hardship, because they cannot cultivate crop in every 
area. What about paying compensation to the people of the border areas 
who have had to leave some of their things there in order that you may 
make convenient preparations ? The people are gladly accepting it in 
Punjab, but their-complaints or their needs are not being looked into by 
the Government. They should be paid compensation. As far as the 



Tripura border and others are concerned shelling is going on. When I 
was there shelling was going on. I was waiting for some shell to fall. Mr. 
Rajnarain would like a shell to fall on. 

SHRI RAJNARAIN: No. 

SHRIBHUPESH GUPTA : I will be finished with a simple shell, but 
Mr. Rajnarain will require not only a shell, but a bomber also to deal 
with him. So, I think, if he goes there we shall be inviting the Pakistani 
bombers. I can be done with by a small gun, but Mr. Rajnarain requires 
heavy artillery to be dealt with. Do not go to the border. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : Please conclude. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : I think our Government while it should 
not show any aggressive posture, when we are attacked and when we are 
shelled should reply effectively and well. When we are hit we should do 
so to he the target. This is not our pastime. If Pakistan attacks us, 
confidence must be given to the people in the manner of the reply that 
we give without in any way exposing ourselves to the charge that we 
have got any aggressive desings whatsoever. Nothing of the kind. We 
shall defend our borders, as I said, to show our strength. Therefore, the 
arrangement is very good, whenever you hit, you hit properly and well. 
That is all that I have to say. 

THE MINISTER OF DEFENCE (SHRI JAGJIVAN RAM) ; I must 
thank the hon. Member for portraying a true picture of the morale of our 
people, whether civilians or Armed Forces, on the borders, on the 
western or the estem border, and any suggestion even by implication that 
steps should be taken to evaquate our population from the border will 
not be doing justice to the courage, valour and morale of our people on 
the border. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : I did not suggest that. 

SHRI JAGJIVAN RAM : You did not suggest that. Therefore, I have 
thanked you for portraying a true picture of the conditions on the border 
and of the morale of the civilians and the Armed Forces. 1 have thanked 
your for that. But at the same time I have said that such a suggestion 
should not be made by anybody in the House or outside. That will not be 
doing justice to the morale of our people on the border. You have visited, 
I have visited the borders, and I have seen agricultural operations been 
carried on just on the border. 1 must congratulate our people, we must 
thank our people for the courage and forbearance that they are showing. 

You have rightly pointed out that a large number of foreigners have 
passed during the past few days through the Hussainiwala and the 
Fazilka posts. Normally, even in the previous years, this is the time when 
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a large number of foreigners had passed through these posts. But this 
year, it has been noticed that the number has been slightly more than 
normal. And we are looking into as to what is the matter, why a large 
number of people from Western countries are coming. One thing to 
explain will be that a large number of people are coming to study the 
situation in Pakistan and India. Quite a large number of travellers have 
meet me, people who have visited Islamabad and visited Bangladesh, 
and then they have come to India, to see whether it will be possible for 
Pakistan to keep Bangladesh or not. Such people are welcome. Let them 
come and see. They can make an objective study of the situation in 
Bangladesh and the borders. But as 1 have said, we are looking into the 
matter as to what is the reason; why there has been some rise in the 
number of foreigners passing through Husainiwala. We have introduced 
certain restriction on the visit of the foreigners to our forward areas. And 
there have been complaints. Some journalists and television people have 
approached us whether certain facilities could be provided to them under 
certain restrictions so that they could visit the border areas and see the 
actual position clearly. The Department concerned and the information 
and Broadcasting Ministry are working out certain arrangements. As 
suggested by you, we are examining about having such restrictions on 
the movement of the foreigners as will not affect our security measures 
in any way in the Border areas. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: We have had enough discussion, I 
think. 

SHRI A. G. KULKARNI (Maharashtra): Not this side. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : One from each party. All right. Mr. 
Parthasarathy, 

SHRI R. T. PARTHASARATHY (Tamil Nadu) : Are we not in a 
position of and undeclared war by Pakistan, the way things are carried 
on in the east and the west. It is good for our country to keep the Armed 
Forcees in continuous tension on the borders ? How are we going to 
break this and when are we going to break it ? 

SHRI VIDYA CHARAN SHUKIA : This is a strange question. We 
have a grave situation existing on our borders and our troops are there to 
defend our terriotory and our independence, and it is necessary to keep 
them; as long tus the threat is there, they will stay there and look after our 
security. 
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SHRl N. SRI RAMA REDDY (Mysore) : Sir, I had an opporutnity to 
visit the border recently. I saw at that particular place—it was a market 
day—that people were crossing from either side very freely and 
purchases were going on and exchange of money was also going on. 

And the exchange of money was going on and there were a number 
of hippies also. I saw them in Boria. Therefore, I would like to know 
whether the same situation prevails. It was quite possible that any 
number of saboteurs could easily come from the other side. They could 
cross into our country. Particularly I am asking this question because 
sabotage is taking place all over India. For instance, in kashmir a post 
office was burnt. In bombay a big bomb was discovered and railways are 
being damaged. Other things are happening in this country. This may 
work very badly as the tension increases from day to day. I would like to 
know whether the border is completely sealed for the saboteurs and 
other people comming over from the other side to this country. 

SHRIVIDYA CHARAN SHUKLA ; We have dealt with this question 
earlier. And I would like to state that we have mounted vigilance on our 
borders and we are trying to prevent any saboteurs from coming in, and 
that effort is continuing, and it is continuing with some success. 
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SHRIMAHAVIR TYAGI (Uttar Pradesh): Sir, a military regime no 
being truly representative of the people, they generally tend to crate an 
atmosphere of emergency only with a view to win over the sympathy of 
their people. It is under these circumstances that the situations are being 
created in Pakistan. The people of both Bangladesh and West Pakistan 
do not want to have war with India—that is my feeling. Are Government 
not aware that the people of both India and Pakistan are mostly unhappy 
with the hostility that is fast developing between the two countries ? In 
case there evolves a general feeling in both countries for reunification, of 
both India and Pakistan, if the people as a whole both in India and 
Pakistan want to reunite again will the Government look into this 
question with favour ? 

SHRI VIDYA CHARAN SHUKLA : In the first question that the hon. 
Member has asked, I think there is some substance in it. I think people of 
no country want war because the people are the greatest sufferers in case 
war breaks out anywhere. The second question that the hon. Member has 
asked is hypothetical and I do not think I am called upon to reply to it. 
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CALLING ATTENTION TO A MATTER OF URGENT PUBLIC 

IMPORTANCE 

Reported Pro-Pakistani stand taken on the Bangladesh issue by 
the Chinese representative in the Third Committee of the United 
Nations. 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA (Orissa) ; Sir, I beg to call the attention 
of the Minister of External Affairs to the reported pro-Pakistani stand 
taken on the Bangladesh issue by the Chinese Representative in the third 
Committee of the United Nations and the reaction of the Government of 
India there to. 

THE MINISTER OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS (SARDAR SWARAN 
SINGH): Sir, Government have seen the statement made by the Chinese 
delegation on the question of Bangladesh refugees, in the course of the 
debate in the third Committee of the United Nations. A copy of the 
statement is laid on the Table of the House. [See below] The statement 
was not unexpected. 

The refugee problem has been created as a result of the atrocities 
committed by the West Pakistan military authorities aganist the people 
of Bangladesh to suppress their democratic rights and fundamental 
freedoms. The allegation that this problem has been created by outside 
intervention is baseless. The solution of the problem can be found if the 
military rulers of West Pakistan abandon their military approach and 
make a political settlement with the already elected representatives of 
the people of Bangladesh. For this reason, we have resisted Pakistan's 
attempts to divert attention from the main problem by converting it into 
an Indo-Pak dispute. 

India is shouldering an intolerable burden in looking after these 
millions of refugees and is determined to ensure that they shall return to 
their homeland in safety and human dignity at the earliest possible date. 

The grim tragedy which the millions of refugees represent, and for 
whom there is deep sympathy and support all over the world, cannot be 
ignored or evad^id- The U.N. itself is directly involved in bringing relief 
to them. Many nations have responded to the U.N. Secretary-Generals 
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appeal. Attempts to introduce extraneous matters should not lead us 
away from the main problem. If the problem is considered objectively, 
no country, guided by considerations of humanity and justice, will allow 
itself to be said-tracked into extraneous and irrelevant arguments. No 
purpose will be served by accusations which are unrelated to reality. 
India has a proud recored of non-interference in other country's domestic 
affairs and categorically rejects any insinuations to the contrary. India 
hopes that no country of the world and, in particular, no great Power, 
will add to the already existing tension in this region. 

STATEMENT 

The representatives of quite a few countries have spoken expressing 
concern on East Pakistan question. The Chinese Delegation would also 
like to make a few remarks on this question. The Chinese Government 
and people have always held that the internal affairs of any country 
should be settled by the people of that country itself. The position that 
has arisen is purely Pakistani's internal affairs which could be settled 
only by Pakistan and no other country has a right to interfere under any 
pretext. The so-called refugee question came into being and developed 
to this present stage due to a certain country's intervention in Pakistan's 
internal affairs which has resulted in the present tension in the sub¬ 
continent. Recently, Pakistan Government has repeatedly proposed 
measures for relaxation of tension in the sub-continent and to settle the 
question of refugees. All these proposals have been rejected by the 
country concerned. They continued to exploit the question of refugees to 
interfere in the internal affairs of Pakistan and to carry out subversive 
activities against her and to obstruct the return of East Pakistan refugees 
to their homeland making a reasonable settlement impossible. These 
tacties of interference in the internal affairs are well known to the 
Chinese Government and the people. In our experience a certain country 
stepped up subversive activities in Tibet with a rebellion which was 
smashed by the Chinese people. They encouraged Chinese inhabitants 
into coming into that country and created the question of Tibetan 
refugees. We hold that interference in Pakistans internal affairs should be 
stopped. Only in this way refugees can be assisted in returning to there 
homeland. Chineses Government has always abided by the principle of 
peaceful co-existence and non-interference in the internal affairs of other 
countries and is firmly opposed to any country interfering in the internal 
affairs of a country under the pretext of so-called refugee question. 
Disputes between states should be settled through consultation between 



countries concerned. We belived that the broad masses of people in 
Pakistan are patriotic and are totally opposed to interference and they 
will certainly be able to solve their own problems. 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA : I wanted to know the reaction of the 
Government of India. What the hon. Minister of External Affairs has 
read in the shape of a statement is something which is being read and re¬ 
read in the House, and outside probably for the last three months. So 
there is nothing new in it at all, after this significant change in the 
attitude of the Chines. What I wanted specifically to know is; What is the 
attitude or reaction of the Government of India to the new attitude shown 
by the representative of the Communist China in the United Nations, 
particularly when the Government are going out of their way to 
approach the Chinese with all the tenderness at their command ? Now, 
Sir, I want this specific reaction of the Government of India. And then I 
will ask some questions.... 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : I have given very specific reaction that 
the allegations made in the statement of the Chinese delegation are in 
some respects baseless as others I have given my comments, this is very 
clear reaction to that statement. 

MR. CHAIRMAN; Mr. Misra. You are entitled to ask the question. 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA : I will ask one question, howsoever long 
that question may be... 

MR. CHAIRMAN : Ask one question. 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA : Sir this is for clarification. There is now 
a proposal of upgrading the diplomatic relations between China and 
India to the ambassadoral level after we have attained in sufficient 
amount of normalcy. Sir, in view of this hostile attitude shown by the 
Communist Chinese Government and their attitude to suppress the 
Bangladesh movement in spite of our getting serious trouble out of it 
because of the refugee problem, because of our economy being shattred 
on account of the expenditure we are incurring on them and all that, and 
in view of Communist China's direct attempt at suppressing the 
Bangladesh issue. 

SHRI DWIJENDRALAL SEN GUPTA (West Bengal) : The 
Bangladesh freedom movement. 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA : Yes the Bangladesh movement. The 
Bangladesh movement was the culmination of the free and fair franchise 
in Bangladesh and it is the majority obtained by Sheikh Mujibur 



Rahman that is being suppresed and for which the Bangladesh 
movement started. Therefore, I expected that the reaction of the 
Government of India should have been more categorical and should have 
been the attitude of a country fighting for the freedom of a people when 
some other country is standing in the way. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: All right. This is a very good question. 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA : This is not the only question. Sir. In 
addition to this. Sir, I am told that the Communist Chinese Government 
are bringing pressure on the Government of India probably to stop aid or 
at least to bring down the amount of aid given to the Tibetan refugees 
and to their Dalai Lama. I am told... 

MR. CHAIRMAN: What is your question ? 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA : This a question arising out of that. 

MR. CHAIRMAN : No, no, what is your question ? 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA : I would like to know whether this is not 
correct (Interruptions). I would appeal to the Treasury Benches. Let 
them not be impatient. I am dealing with their leaders, and the tails are at 
the fag end. 

Now, Sir, I would like to know whether this aid is going to be 
diminished as a result of the pressure from Communit China and 
whether, in its extra another country which is taking Rs. Eight crores 
worth of wagons a year and is supplying foreign exchange to India, that 
is Taiwan, and asked its diplomatic missions abroad to stop—even 
giving travel visas to the Taiwanese tourist who are coming here to see 
probably the Tajmahal, to stop the tourist visas of those Taiwanese 
citizens. They were not officials. They were not anything else they were 
coming as tourist. Why the Government in its extra zealousness asked its 
own diplomatic missions probably to stop those people from coming in 
even though the Government of India is dealing with Taiwan and getting 
Rs. eight crores worth of foreign exchange in the public sector ? 

SARDAR SWARAN SIGNGH : Sir, I must confess that even after 
very carefully listening to his question it was difficult for me to spot out 
as to what he is asking me. He has given his own opinion on matters in 
his characteristic way, but he did not ask any particular or precise 
question for me to answer. He has made some comments and I would 
like to make very brief comments on one or two aspects. The first thing 
is that the attitude of Government on important issues does not change 
overnight and our desire to normalise relations, even to improve 
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relations, is something which is worth trying all the time, a particular 
statement may be categoric on problem which is of great importance to 
us, but we have to take an overall view. A statement which may not be 
like by us is hardly a ground for not going ahead with the process of 
normalisation. 

SHRI DWIJENDRALAL SEN GUPTA : After the last six years. 

MR. CHAIRMAN : Please do not interrupt him. 

SHRI DWIJENDRALAL SEN GUPTA : You have waited for six 
years. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : The other question that he has raised is 
that we should not stop the issue of tourist visas to certain Taiwanese. If 
the recent case is in the mind of the hon. Member I want to clarify it. 
This was a group of Taiwanese who wanted to come here to attend a 
conference, it was a non-official conference though. They applied for a 
visa in that Capacity to our Mission in Hong Kong. And according to the 
standing instruction, that was refused. Then, these people came over to 
Bangkok and then they recited according to our information erroneously 
stating that they wanted to go to India as tourists. Then the visa was 
issued. If they were coming as a delegation to attend a conference here, 
it was wrong on their party to mislead our Mission and ask for visas as 
tourists and then come here. They were not just tourist. So, this is our 
policy and we should adhere to in, and the attitude of the Peoples 
Republic of China should not create in our minds any doubts about our 
policy in relation to Taiwan. I want to say very categorically that we are 
strongly of the opinion and this has been our view throughout, that there 
is only one China and the People Republic of China is the legitimate 
Government of that China. We do not recognise Taiwan and we cannot 
accept the two-China theory. 

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA : What about the aid to the Tibetan 
refugees ? 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : There is no question of the Tibetan 
refugees. For the information of the hon. Member there is no move to 
cut down the aid to the Tibetan refugees. 

[Mr. Deputy Chairman in the Chair] 

SHRI N. G. GORAY (Maharashtra) : I do not now how this Taiwan 
thing figures, and in order to put this Calling Attention matter in its 
proper perspective, I would like to read a few sentences from what the 
Chinese delegation leader has said actually. 



SARDAR SWARAN SINGH: I have placed a copy on the Table. 

SHRI N. G. GORAY : But I want to emphasise some of the things. 
He said that "the so-called refugee question came into being and 
developed to this present stage. Owe to a certain country's intervention 
in Pakistan's internal affairs and resuited in the present tension in the 
subcontinent. So he has quarely accused India of being the cause in the 
present conflict between India and Pakistan. Not only that but also for 
the tension that prevailed in that particular area. That is number one. 

Then he goes on a accuse India further. Mr. Fu Hao said "it 
continued to exploit the question of refugees to interfere in the internal 
affairs of Pakistan and to carry out subversive activities against it and to 
obstruct the return of East Pakistan refugees." This is accusation number 
two, that we are deliberately trying to prevent the refugees from going 
back. 

The third accusation is that so far as the Chinese people were 
concerned, it was nothing new to them because India had tried to 
interfere similarly in the Tibetan affairs and it was because of India's 
interference that relations between China and India got worsened. 

These are three well-pointed accusations brought against India. Sir, 
this particular accusation assumes significance in the light of our 
attempts to normalise our relations with China. We are trying out best 
and, if the Prime Minister has been correctly reported, she even went to 
the extent of saying that the Aksai Chin problem also could be 
discussed. This is what had appeared in the press—I do not know 
whether she was correctly reported. So it means that the Aksai Chin 
problem from which the whole China-India conflict started in the days of 
Pandit Nehru, that also we are ready to sit at a table and discuss and find 
out a solution. This is our offer to China; and since we are prepared to 
come to some normal friendly relations with that country. I would like to 
ask whether the External Affairs Minister has taken note of the 
implications of all these accusations. Every sentence has a poisoned barb 
to it. It is very pointed and they want to destroy the image that India has 
built throughout the last six months. Our effort has been to go and try 
and convince every country that it is not a question between India and 
Pakistan but it is really due to the military junta's policy of suppression 
that this particular affair has come to this pass and that India will be very 
happy if all the refugees go back and wants that all the refugees should 
go back but the refugees will not go back unitl Islamabad's military junta 
changes its attitude. Now the Chinese delegation has tried to completely 



V8(^ 


subvert this and they have called India responsible for all that has 
happened here. In view of all this, I would like to know whether the 
Prime Minister and the Foreign Minister will take note of the unchanged 
attitude that China has maintained during the last so many years and 
even now. It not only accuses India about this affair but also says that it 
is in keeping with its policy which was manifest so far as the Tibetan 
affair was concerned—that India has a continuous policy of interfering 
in the affairs of oiher countries and trying to get benefit out of that. So I 
would like to know what the specific reasons are and how far this 
particular observation—this accusation in the U.N. which is, after all, a 
world forum—going to affect our attempts to normalise our relation 
with China. 

SARDER SWARAN SINGH ; Sir, with regard to the three specific 
points which the hon. Member has pin-pointed from the statement of the 
Chinese Delegate before the Third U.N. Committee, there are clear 
reactions of the Government contained in the Statement that I read out in 
the beginning and I need not refer to the specific sentences. But because 
he has made special references to certain accusations, the reply to the 
first accusation is that the allegation that the refugee problem has been 
created by an outside intervention is baseless. The second point is that 
we are preventing the return of these refugees. The reply is in the third 
paragraph of the statement that I read, namely : 

"India is shouldering an intolerable burden in looking after these 
millions of refugees and is determine to ensure that they shall return to 
their homeland in safety and human dignify at the earliest possible date." 
There is, therefore, no question of our preventing the refugees to return. 

The specific reaction to the third point is also contained in the 
ultimate paragraph in which we have said that we have a proud record of 
non-interference in other country's domestic affairs and we categorically 
reject any insinuations to the country. So the other reactions to the points 
about which the hon. Member has made a reference, are clear and 
precise and they are contained in the Statement that I have already made. 
Based on this, the hon. Member has asked me if I have taken note of it, 
of course, we have taken note of it. That is why reactions of the 
Government have also been made clear. Whether it is correct or non... 

SHRI N. G. GORAY ; It is such a sharp reaction that the friendly 
relations with China would not be normalised. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : If we proceed on this basis that by my 
making the sharp statement any country can destroy the image that we 
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are building up, we are underestimating both the world and ourselves. 
We will have contries who will be opposed to our views, we will have 
countries who will support our views and I do not see any reason why 
we should take such a veiw if any country takes a veiw which we do not 
like. We have to express our view point and this we have done and we 
will also make a suitable statement, if it has not already been made by 
our Representative in the U.N. Forum also. 

The other point that he has mentioned is about our efforts to 
normalise relations. I think we should take this point on merits and we 
should not be too much deflected from the pursuit of that policy merely 
because on this particular issue the Chinese attitude is against us. That 
should not be the ground for our not going ahead with our programme 
and our proposal to normalise relations. As a matter of fact, for all these 
reasons there appears to be greater reason to believe that the relations 
should be normalised. 

SHRI N. G. GORAY : Have you made any proposal on Aksai 
Chin? 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : No, we have not made any proposal on 
Aksai Chin. 
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SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : Sir, I have placed die actual copy of 
the statement that was made by the Chinese Delegate on the Table of the 
House. He has expressed his own view about the situation and he is 
entitled to Save his own view. 
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SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : I would not like to comment upon that 
prospect. 

SHRI PRANAB KUMAR MUKHERJEE (West Bengal) : Sir the 
Minister in the course of his reply stated that the Government cannot 
change its attitude towards China merely on their statement in the Third 
Committee of the United Nations. In view of that may I know from the 
Minister whether they have found other common points of agreement 
with China upon which normalisation of relationship with China may be 
developed ? 

Secondly, may I know from the Minister whether they have taken 
any measure to convince the Chinese Government in various diplomatic 
ways by sending missions or by using the offices of common friends 
about the actual position and happenings in Bangladesh and about the 
real problem of the refugees so that the Chinese may not draw an 
analogy between Tibetan refugees and these refugees as they seem to 
have done ? In view of this may I know what specific measures they are 
going to take to apprise the Chinese about the actual situation and the 
real problem of the Bangladesh freedom struggle that is going on there ? 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : About the last part of his query we 
have been in touch with the Government representative of the People's 
Republic of China of the this Bangladesh question. We have explained 
the position in Peking and also to their representative here in Delhi. We 
will continue these efforts and now will have contact in New York also. 
We will explain the position. 

SHRI PRANAB KUMAR MUKHERJEE : Did the Prime Minister 
write any letter to Chou-En-Lai as she wrote to various other Hands of 
States ? 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : The Prime Minister sent a message to 
the Minister of the Peoples Republic of China. 

SHRI PRANAB KUMAR MUKHERJEE : That was congratulating 
on admission to the U.N. I am asking on this issue of Bangladesh. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : There was an earlier letter about 
Bangladesh also. So this will be a continuous effort. Even if we do not 
succeed in convincing any country or any representative still our efforts 
should to be explain our view-pont and this we will continue to do. 

SHRI N. SRI RAMA REDDY (Mysore): Sir, we have heard the hon. 
Minister of External Affairs on Government of India's reaction to the 
speech made by China in the Third Committee of the U.N. This 
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Committee was said to be a Committee were humanitarian matter were 
to be considered. The Committee was considering the problems of one 
crore of people who have left their hearths and homes and migrated into 
India seeking India's protection. We have also declared that is on 
humanitarian grounds that we are giving succour and help to these 
refugees. While considering such a vast and massive human problem 
China makes up political questions and declares that it is an internal 
affair of Pakistan in which India ought not to have interfered. This is a 
very very serious charge. I cannot take it lying low Secondly China also 
says we are doing subversive activities and preventing the refugees from 
going back to their own territory. At what enormous cost, at what 
enormous sacrifice we have been doing this job of helping the refugees 
has not been taken into consideration at all by China and they say it is a 
subversive act. I think it is time that we took up this matter, not in the 
form of goody-goody letters. Once we were saying Hindi-Chini Bhai 
Bhai and what happened ? Aksai Chin was occupied and an attack on 
India was made. We know the behaviour of China. It has been very 
treacherous indeed. I cannot hide my fellings, however much the 
Government of India is anxious to cultivate China. Probably we cannot 
cultivate China better than what the late respected Jawaharlal Nehru did. 
He did everything in his power to cultivate the friendship of China and 
the return was treachery. We asked for bread and we got stones. This is 
our experience. This is their very first speech soon after the entry of 
China into the UN. We did our best, but the result has already started. I 
our Government going to be satisfied with merely writing goody-goody 
letters ? Are they going to take up the matter seriously ? Why should not 
a protest letter go ? When the whole world recognises it as a human 
problem and the whole world has come forward with aid to the 
unfortunate refugees numbering not less than one crore. China alone 
comes forward with such a statement. No, even Tunisia which has 
introduced another resolution has said so. China cames forward with 
such a statement as this on the very first occasion of its entry into the 
UN. This is especially a warning. We knew the days of Hindi-Chini Bhai 
Bhai. I thought that soon the days of Hindi-Chini Bhai Bhai were going 
to be revived again. I thought normalisation would take place and 
friendship would soon grow. There has been exchange of good letters 
between our Minister of External Affairs and his counterpart in China 
and also between the Prime Minister and Mr. Chou En-lai. All this led us 
to believe that we are now treading a different path and it is quite 
possible to establish friendship with China, but soon after such a 
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situation has come to pass. On the very fi^st day China has said this. It is 
better that the Government of India should take serious note of the 
situation, the attitude of China, and send a strong protest saying that 
India is not engaged in subversive activities. India is engaged only in a 
humanitarian work. A crore of people have left their hearths and homes 
on account of the goondaism and genocide by the military junta. Let us 
take it up very seriously. Very serious action must be taken by the 
Government of India. This goody-goody thing will not do. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : What is your question ? 

SHRIN, SRI RAMA REDDY: Are the Government of India going to 
be satisfied with merely writing letters or are they going to send a 
serious protest to China ? 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH ; There is no need for sending a protest 
note. I have expressed our view-point quite clearly. In the UN forum 
each country is entitled to press its view-point. We will press our view¬ 
point. There is no question of sending protest notes on statements that 
we made in the UN. 

SHRI N. SRI RAMA REDDY : It is a forerunner of the events that are 
going to follow later on. We are in a serious struggle. We have to take 
note of every word uttered by China. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : Yes, Sir, we have taken note of every 
word uttered by China and also we have taken serious note of every 
word uttered by my hon. friend. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA ; Let China have good relations with 
America. We are not opposed to that. But it should not be based on anti- 
Sovietism. Bangladesh is a major issue. It is very important that one 
cannot oppose Bangladesh struggle and support Yahya Khan and yet 
play an important role in world politics. This major issue is the test for 
one's sincerity. I saw in the border areas Chinese automatic rifles seized 
from the Razakars in Bangladesh by Mukti Bahini. Mao said that power 
comes from the barrel of the gun. It now appers that barrel of the gun 
delivers the power for Yahya Khan to help him retain his power. Even in 
theory it is not proved in Bangladesh. 

If Government wants to normalise relations it is good. There is 
nothing wrong so long as it is based on sound principles. As he 
auggested, I do not think that we should get provoked. I am in agreement 
with Sardar Swaran Singh when he said that we should not forget that 
Yahya Khan is trying to exploit this thing for his design. It is also to be 
noted that Bhutto’s visit to China did not deliver goods as expected and 
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journalists in the world have come out and said that Bhutto did not get 
anything, not even a proper type of assurance. I would not like to attach 
much importance to it. But I think that China internally is facing some 
crisis. We hear about Lin Piao and other internal power conflicts. All 
these things should be taken into consideration before formulating your 
policy. My firend was asking government to be provocative without 
being affected. By and large I support the position the government has 
taken in regard to this matter and I hope sobriety and wisdom will be 
maintained and government will not yield to provocation as suggested 
by my friend. I am a little amazed. My friend wanted friendship with 
China when Indo-Soviet treaty came. Why Soviet Union and why not 
China ? That was the attitude. Today they are saying something else. I do 
not know what they mean. I consider Sardar Swaran Singh to be a sober 
man and he has to be given support by the Parliament in a very critical 
and taxing situation. We should not take political advantage out of it. We 
are passing through a crisis and we should keep that in mind. Interests of 
the People of Bangladesh and national interests should be the prime 
consideration in our mind while giving nuances to the foreign policy and 
working out the details of operations in the world today. 

SHRITHILLAIVILLALAN : Sir, I have got only one question to put 
for clarification. The sharp speech made by the Chinese Representative 
in the Third Committee of the UN is a deliberate attempt of demolishing 
the image of our country which we projected for years. My question for 
clarification is this ; What is the impact of this speech on the world 
countries ? I want a specific answer as to whether the speech has made 
any change in the attitude of the countries which were supporting us 
previously. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : Sir, no change in the attitude of any 
such countries about which the hon. Member has mentioned has come to 
our notice. None of those countries has said that it has changed its 
appreciation of the situation or its attitude towards this problem. As a 
result of this speech no one has communicated to us any change to that 
effect. 
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SARDAR SWARAN SINGH ; Sir, it is not our policy that we should 
surrender any of our vital positions in our effort to improve relations. In 
fact, relations, can be improved and normalised without giving up any 
position, any vital position, and it is wrong approach... 

SHRI PIT AMBER DAS ; That would be a matter of opinion. 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH : A matter of decision—decision by 
Government and by Parliament. 'Vitality' can always be decided by 
discussion. This is the process of discussion. And it is wrong to suggest 
that at any time we had ever contemplated or tried to improve our 
relations with Pakistan by giving up our position on Kashmir. It is 
absolutely an unjustified suggestion. We never contemplated that. We 
always regard Kashmir as an integral part of India. There has been no 
deviation on that issue at all. Even now, if we want to improve relations 
with China and with Pakistan, it is because we believe that people of 
Pakistan, people in China, people in India, want to live in peace and 
good neighbourly relations. Governments have their own attitudes; 
Governments can change their attitude also. But, basically, our attitude 
or objective in relation to our neighbours, whatever our present 
difficulties, is clear : this should be to normalise relations as much as 
possible and try to hold our position and not get defected from the 
pursuit of that policy by immediate difficulties. Those difficulties are 
very real, and sometimes they are overwhelming, but the fact that a 
particular situation is of a serious character casts more responsibilities on 
us to behave in a dignified manner and pursue our policy and to be clear 



about our goals. And it is possible to do that without sacrificing our 
interests. 

MR. DEPUTY‘CHAIRMAN : Mr. Puri. Last question. 

SHRI DEV DATT PURI (Haryana) : First of all, I would request 
Members not to be so little and very sensitive at a time like this when we 
have been some unfortunate statements made by China, and get 
completely upset about it and talk about our intention to barter away our 
areas, and so on and so forth. At the same time. Sir, I would like to seek 
a clear, un-ambiguous and unequivocal assurance from the Government 
that their endeavours to isolate Pakistan, at any rate at a time like this 
when they are committing atrocities in Bangladesh, will continue 
underterred and undounted despite some unfortunate statements made by 
China or any other country in the United Nations or elsewhere. I want 
that assurance from the Government. At the same time, I wish to ask 
them as to whether, having regard to the fact that these Taiwanese 
obtained their visas on misrepresentatiion, by dubious methods, and 
methods which were not straightforward, are the Government feelings so 
helpless at this time that they cannot undo the wrong that has been 
done ? 

SARDAR SWARAN SINGH ; Sir, with regard to the first question. I 
would like to suggest that the unwise action of the military rulers of 
Pakistan in unleashing oppression against their own people to suppress 
democratic rights of the people, is the main reason why Pakistan is 
isolated today. And the world has understood the situation and, therefore, 
there is very little support to these atrocities that are being conunitted 
and continue to be committed by the Pakistani military regime against 
the people of Bangladesh. This is the main reason why they are isolated. 

And I think that the statements which might be made to support their 
case are not likely to be received by the international community who 
have got their independent ways of knowing the facts of the situation, 
and I think the essentials of the situation in Bangladesh are clear to the 
international community. 

About the Taiwanese having obtained by misrepresentation the visas, 
it is a matter about which we are not helpless. We could, if we like, 
throw them out but 1 think the visa period has already expired and they 
must have already left the country. 
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I am not talking about my statement even though that is the main 
matter under consideration, because most to the Hon. Members who 
spoke, rightly spoke about the question which was uppermost in my 
mind when I went abroad. Whatever I have to say about my tour. I have 
already stated in my statement and I do not think any new questions 
have arisen on that account. Here in this House I see a basic unity of 
outlook on this issue and I think there is general support also. I should 
like to thank the Hon. Members for the manner in which they have 
spoken. I should specially like to thank my old friend, Shri Babubhai 
Chinai and Shri Pranab Kumar Mukherjee who spoke just now with such 
understanding of the situation. Prof. Ruthnaswamy was kind but of 
course he expressed typical swatantra point of view. 

Dr. Bhai Mahavir not unexpectedly made some rather carping 
remarks which were typical of him. I seem to irritate President Yahya 
Khan and who does not even—I am not talking of Dr. Mahavir but the 
other gentleman—like to take my name when he refers to me. Dr. Bhai 
Mahavir spoke about my projecting a personal image. Now when one 
goes abroad, especially as Prime Minister one goes as a representative of 
the people—any honour that is done to an Indian is an honour to the 
country and usually another country can only honour a country through 
somebody whether he is a scientist or even if he is an ordinary citizen. 
So, I do not think that if an honour is done to me or if I have been able to 
project an image, it is certainly not to a person isolated from a country, 
but as I have said on a previous occasion, it is an honour to the country 
and what they think the country stands for. So, from that point of view, 
any honour I received is as important as paying tribute to the country 
direct. 

Another remark made by Dr. Bhai Mahavir was about our showing 
restraint at the wrong time. I think some Hon. Members were not 
listening to him as quietly as they should have and he remarked that they 
were not being patient when they should be patient and the Government 
was patient when it should not be patient. I agree with him that Hon. 
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Members could occasionally show greater patience but I think the 
Government should always show restraint and Patience, especially a 
Government which is sure of itself and sure of its people. I do not think 
that our friends from across the border have gained much by their lack of 
patience and by the tone of their statements, their threats and 
provocation's, and I think we have gained a great deal by putting all 
these threats; all these abusive words, if I can put it that way, in their 
proper perspective; that is, they do not ruffle us, they do not divert us 
from what we are going to do, what we think is right for our country and 
they do not rouse our anger in that sense. Of course one is angry, not 
because of words used; one is angry at what is happening in Bangladesh; 
one is angry because it seems to us such an unnecessary tragedy. It has 
taken the lives of millions of people and has uprooted millions of people 
froms their homes. It is not only those who have come to our refugee 
camps who are uprooted but from what one hears from foreign 
correspondents and those who have been to Dacca and other parts of 
Bangladesh, the entire country is like a refugee camp; that is, vast 
masses of the population are moving from village to village, nobody 
knows who belongs to which village. When they are harassed in one 
area and when they see an empty village or part of an empty village they 
may settle down there or they may find that they cannot live there and 
they move on. So the conditions there are quite chaotic but I would only 
like to say that the Jan Sangh has its own manner of functioning. They 
are welcome to it. They have seen, I think, in the past whether it has 
brought them honour or success. We have a different way of functioning 
and we are going to stick to our way which I think is certainly more 
dignified and gets us better results also. 

Now there was one point. I think it was Prof. Ruthnaswamy who 
said something about the Indo-Soviet Treaty being a handicap in the 
Prime Minister's baggage. I do not know who is handicapped; it certainly 
did not handicap me. No foreign official or head of State or Government 
whom I met even mentioned the Treat. The question was asked at press 
conferences. Nobody else was at all concerned. I think they understood 
the situation; people may use these phrases but I do not think anybody 
really thinks that India has changed her policy or is going to change her 
policy. In fact my own guess is part of the reason why we irritate other 
people so much is just this that they find it irritating that here is a 
Government and people who are not willing to change at their request or 
at their hint or whatever it is. 





Shri Chatterjee spoke of my concentrating on seeking financial aid 
for the refugees. This also I explained everywhere. I have never asked 
for financial air. It was again in reply to questions at press conferences 
that I have said that the help from the international community has been 
negligible, which it has been and I can hardly not answer a simple 
question like that. I have never asked for help of this kind or another. 
Neither have I given any advice to foreign Governments. I have said, it 
is for you to decide what is in your national interest; we cannot expect 
you to do something which is not in your national interests but we think 
what is happening here on the sub-continent and its likely consequences 
will affect peace in Asia and therefore peace in the world. I think all the 
countries will be affected by it in the long run and it is better they 
realised the situation and faced up to it now rather than make changes in 
their policy later on. 

Something else Shri Chatterjee said. I do not know whether I 
misunderstood him. Did he say that I had said either the Mukti Bahini or 
those who are fighting were seeking a solution within Pakistan ? 

My point has been that it is only the people of Bangladesh who have 
the authority to say what they want; I mean they know what they want. I 
do not think I have the authority to say on their behalf that this is what 
should be the solution. So, far as I am concerned I can give my view, as I 
did give my view, that they would not now settle for anything less than 
liberation. I told them very clearly that if any talks are to be held, it 
should be with the people who have been elected by the public of 
Bangladesh. By that I did not mean these new people who have come in 
unopposed by any means. So, we have all along stressed the main and 
the basic issues involved and tried to draw people's attention to it. Now, 
it has been Pakistan's consistent effort to try to internationalise the issues 
and to try to turn it into an Indo-Pak dispute. This is what 1 had to face 
everywhere. Everywhere they said : If only you will agree to talk to 
General Yahya Khan, if only your Foreign Minister can go or your 
representative can go, then things will be solved. It is in answer to them 
that 1 had to say that they will not be solved because this is not our 
country and it is only the people of the country who can solve their 
problems or who can state them. Naturally I had to say that Sheikh 
Mujibur Rahman is their undisputed leader and he is the person who is 
the most authorised to speak on their behalf, but I did add that in order to 
voice the opinion of the people of Bangladesh, he must be free. He must 
be able to Imow what is happening in Bangladesh. He cannot express his 
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opinion if he has had no knowledge of what has happened and what is 
happening, as is to be the case. So, this attempt to bring the whole matter 
to the Security Council, I think, is part of the same game, that is, to 
confuse the realities of the situation, and those who are moving in this 
direction cannot but be suspect in the eyes of the Indian people. 

Kashmir, of course, is as much a part of India as Gujarat or 
Maharashtra or any other part of the country and any attack there, as any 
attack anywhere else, will be repulsed and fought with all the strength at 
our command. The Hon. Member, who spoke just before me, has given 
you, in brief, an account of what happened in the earlier periods, that in 
both the wars which we have had on the borders of Kashmir in 1947 and 
1965 we did not have adequate forces there, for good reasons. The 
people, the common people, the Gujarats, the nomadic tribes, the peasant 
or the other people stood so solidly with us. They brought the first news, 
that the people were coming and doing propaganda against us. They 
gave all this news. They were the first in the line of resistance and we 
were able to stand up to those invasions which in the beginning were not 
obvious invasions. They were hidden because they were infiltrators. 
Today also aggression is committed on India. As I said in my speeches, 
there was a new kind of aggression. The Pakistani armies may not have 
massed on our soil, but it was an invasion when we have such a large 
proportion of the population of another country coming on to our soil. It 
is a kind of invasion. Now, many of them are genuine refugees in 
difficulties. 

Nevertheless, the problem that their coming has created does 
threaten the security of our country and the stability of our country. 
Amongts them are people who are not genuine refugees. So, from all 
these point of view, they are threatening our security and, therefore, it is 
a kind of aggression. Now, we have remained restrained. But we have 
silenced some Pakistani guns, we have dealt with their tanks and we 
have brought down some of their intruding aircraft. But we have not 
posed a counter-threat in any sense of the word. But we cannot allow the 
annihilation of the people next door to us. I mean, this is what has to be 
very clearly understood by the world and which I did speak to them. It is 
not like two equal armies fighting there, the Mukti Bahini and the West 
Pakistan troops. It is a fully equipped army fighting with the people, 
some of whom have been trained in the East Pakistan Rifles and the East 
Bengal Regiment, some of whom have been trained very quickly in the 
various camps run by the leaders of these two para-military forces. But 
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nevertheless, they are not equal in that way to the army, and it is not in 
our national interest that an entire people, not just the Mukti Bahini, but 
the entire unarmed population of Bangladesh should be annihilated. 
Although the threat is already great, anything like this happening or even 
happening partially would increase the threat tour security inunediately 
and also for the future. 

On the western side, our armed forces were deployed some time 
after the Pakistani troops moved up to our borders. We have not taken 
any initiative there. But, as I said, we shall meet any threat to our 
freedom or our security and, of course, we feel that the present threat just 
is not merely a threat but a threat to the very foundation on which India 
is built and on which India is surviving. 

Now, there are suggestions you have heard about the withdrawal of 
troops. I have already explained in the other forum why we cannot 
withdraw our troops in the west because our lines or communication, the 
cantonments and so on are so placed that Pakistan has a very great 
advantage, and having twice been taken unawares by Pakistan in this 
very area, in Kashmir and so on, we cannot afford that risk. But I would 
certainly welcome the withdrawal of troops and I think the troops that 
should be withdrawn straightway are the Pakistani troops in Bangladesh. 
They are far from their homes, they are also suffering and I think that 
they should be taken back to rejoin their families and friends in west 
Pakistan. And this would be a positive response from Pakistan to show 
that they do want a solution in Bangladesh. It would be a gesture for 
peace. And I do feel that in today's circumstances, the very presence of 
Pakistani troops in Bangladesh, as I said earlier is a threat to our own 
security. 

I think that I have answered most of the points. So far as the present 
situation is concerned, as you know, the Mukti Bahini is facing very 
courageously; it is a very difficult fight but they are fighting very 
bravely, and they have our good wishes, and they have our supper also. 
Nobody can predict what the future will bring out, as I have are on an 
earlier occasion, nothing is going to ease the situation immediate. No 
matter what happens, what steps we take, the next month will be of very 
great difficulty to us and also to the people of Bangladesh. I mean we 
have to know there is no solution, which is a magicabition, which will 
end the suffering of the refugees or end the burdens on us. This just 
cannot happen with the best will in the world. 1 am glad that this unity 
has been shown. Shri Chatteijee spoke something about our singling out 
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his party and so on. 1 can assure him that it is not at all our intention. But 
certain things had happened in West Bengal. I am glad that the situation 
has improved greatly and once there is peace there will be no cause for 
anybody to be poised against anybody else, and this is the time when all 
parties should unite, because, as I said, the burden on the Indian people 
is very great and the challenge and the difficulties we face are extremely 
difficult, and they will need all the strength we have, all the resources we 
have and all the unity and determination which we can bring to bear 
upon. I have full confidence that all parties will respond to this challenge 
and together we will be able to come out of what is a dark period for us 
and for the people of Bangladesh. We will come out of it and they will 
be able to make a new life for themselves. 
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RAJYA SABHA 

Saturday, the 4th December, 1971/the 12th Agrahayana, 1893 (Saka) 

The House met at eleven of the clock 

[ Mr. Chairman in the Chair ] 

STATEMENT BY MINISTER REGARDING THE PRESENT 
SITUATION IN THE COUNTRY 

THE MINISTER OF DEFENCE (SHRI JAGJIVAN RAM) : This 
morning according to the news. Government of West Pakistan have 
declared war upon us. 

Last evening the West Pakistan Air Force violated our air space want 
only and attacked a large number of our air-fields. Simultaneously, their 
ground forces shelled our positions along the Western border. Their 
propaganda media has made totally baseless allegations that India had 
launched an assault. 

The news reached me and the Prime Minister as she was leaving 
Calcutta, immediately on her return we took counsel with our colleagues 
and with the leaders of the Opposition parties. We were all of one 
mind—united in our resolve that the nation's freedom should be 
defended, and unanimous that the aggressor should be beaten back. I am 
sure that the same sense of solidarity will mark our work in the difficult 
days ahead. A state of emergency has been proclaimed. We are 
approaching the House to adopt the Defence of India Bill. Our feeling is 
one of regret that Pakistan did not desist from ultimate folly and sorrow 
that at a time when the greatest need of this sub-continent is 
development, the peoples of India and Pakistan have been pushed into 
war. We could have lived as good neighbours but the people of West 
Pakistan have never had a say in their destiny. In this grave hour, our 
own dominant emotion is one of confidence and faith. 

We meet as a fighting Parliament. A war has been forced upon us, a 
war we did not seek and did our utmost to prevent. The avoidable has 
happened. West Pakistan has struck with reckless perfidy. 

For over nine months, the military regime of West Pakistan has 
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barbarously trampled upon freedom and basic human rights in 
Bangladesh. The army of occupation has committed heinous crimes, 
unmatched for their vindictive ferocity. Many millions have been 
uprooted; ten millions have been pushed into our country. 

We repeatedly drew the attention of the world in this annihilation of 
a whole people, to this menace to our-security. Everywhere the people 
showed sympathy and understanding for economic and other burdens 
and the danger to India. But governments seemed morally and politically 
paralysed. Belated efforts to persuade the Islamabad regime to take some 
step which would lead to a lasting solution feel on deaf ears. 

The wrath of the West Pakistan army has been arounsed because the 
people of Bangladesh have stood and struggled for values which the 
army is unable to comprehend, and which it has suppress in every 
province of Pakistan. 

As the Mukti Bahini's effectiveness increased, the West Pakistan 
army became more desperate. Our tradition is to stand not with tyrants 
but with the stand not with tyrants but with the oppressed. And so the 
anger has been turned upon us. West Pakistan has escalated and enlarged 
the aggression against Bangladesh into full war against India. 

War needs as much patience and self-restraint as does peace. 
Military regime of West Pakistan will go all out to sow suspicion and 
rumour in the hope of farmenting communal tension and internal 
trouble. Let us not be taken in by their designs. We must maintain unity 
and a sense of high purpose. 

We should be prepared for a long struggle. High production, 
agricultural and industrial, is the foundation upon which defence rests. 
The courage and fighting capability of the jawans have to be backed by 
the dedication of the farmer, the worker, the technician and the trader. 
The business community has a social responsibility to resist the 
tempatation to hoard or to charge higher profit. Artists and writers, 
teachers and students, the nation looks to them to defend our ideals and 
to keep high our morale. To the women of our country, I m^e a special 
appeal to save every possible grain and rupee, to avoid waste. The 
sacrifice of each of us will build the nation's strength and enduring 
power. 

The brave jawans, airmen and sailors and their tougn and resourceful 
officers will do their duty. Let each of us do ours. 

We have stood for peace, but peace itself has to be defended. Today 



we are fighting to safeguard our territorial integrity and national honour. 
Above all, we are fighting for the ideals we cherish and the cause of 
freedom. 

MR. CHAIRMAN : I shall call the leaders of the different groups on 
by one and the speeches should be very brief. Mr. Gurupadaswamy. 

THE LEADER OF THE OPPOSITION (SHRI M. S. GURUPADAS¬ 
WAMY) : Mr. Chairman, Sir, this is not the time for us as and the 
country to waver, to hesitate and to falter. This is not the time for 
frecrimination or difference and this is not the time when we are to ask 
the country what the country will give to us. This is indeed the time 
when we have to ask ourselves what we have to give to our country and 
from this point of view and in this spirit, I look upon the present grave 
situation that is confomting us. 

This is a grave hour and also, I consider, a most historic hour to our 
country. Pakistan has attacked us for the third time in the short history of 
25 years and this conflict—I hope other Members will also share my 
view—is going to be a final conflict to pur an end to all conflicts in the 
future. If this is a war, this will be a war to end all future wars with 
Pakistan. I think this conflict, this controfrontation, this war is going to 
shape our destiny, fashion our fate and resolve once and for all the future 
of this sub-continent. Sir, on this occasion I can only pledge my loyalty, 
my friendship, my co-operation and the loyalty, friendship and co¬ 
operation of my party to whatever actions Government is going to take 
to meet the new challenge posed by Pakistan. Sir, we in Parliament look 
at this hour as an hour which will fashion our future relations in this sub¬ 
continent. In this situation evey man and women in this country and 
every labourer, ever>‘ manager and every propritetor of any concern and 
every officer has got to dedicate himself or herself to the supreme task of 
meeting this challenge. I am sure the country is strong and the people are 
brave; I am also equally sure that we are united. I am sure that all the 
parties represented in Parliament today are unanimous in the resolve to 
help the Government in this supreme task of meeting this grave crisis 
only I would give a word of caution; we should not at this juncture 
waver or try to compromise; I do not want my country to have another 
Tashkent. We do not want advice any intrusions, any pressures, any 
persuasion to be brought to bear on us by any outside power. We as a 
nation will wage this war and we have to in this ultimately. 

Sir, finally I would say a word about Parliament. I remember the 
famous words of Churchill during the last Great War..... 




SHRI ARJUN ARORA (Uttar Pradesh) : He did not; it was 
Chamberlain. 

SHRI M. S. GURUPADASWAMY : He said that Parliament is going 
to be the supreme instrument of war. Parliament of England met all the 
time during war period; it met in the day, it met in the night. Parliament 
was a powerful bulwark of Government in waging war against the 
Fascists. Like-wise, may I appeal to the Government and request my 
colleagues that Parliament has got to meet from day to day and 
Parliament has got to work as an ally of Government ? There is no 
difference between Parliament and Government there is unanimity and 
amity between these two wings. May I say through you Mr. Chairman, 
that Parliament has got to meet, even if it is for a few hours, every day, 
not to differ from the Government but to seek more and more solidarity 
with the Government in its tremendous task and objective. May I in the 
end say again that my party will wholeheartedly pledge our support in all 
the tasks and the activities of this Government in carrying on this 
condcit with Pakistan ? Let us hope and trust that very soon, even before 
Christmas this year, we will see the emergence of a new independent 
sovereign Bangladesh. Let us hope and trust also that we will establish 
permanent peace and stability in this sub-continent. 
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SHRI DAHYABHAI V. PATEL (Gujrat) : Mr. Chairman, Sir I am 
grateful to you for allowing me to associate myself with the remarks that 
have fallen for the lips of the leader of the Opposition and my 
predecessor. The whole House and the whole country is behind the 
Government in facing the aggression that has come upon us. This war 
has not been a war of our seeking. Our Prime Minister made hereculean 
efforts to avoid this and at a serious time when her presence was 
necessary in this country she took the risk of going abroad and 
persuading the whole world to see what is happening in this country. We 
may have differences. We ahve argued and talked about it in this House 
so often, but this is not the occasion to talk about these differences. 
Today is the occasion to talk of our unity, of our determination to repel 
the aggressor and as my predecessors have rightly pointed out, let us 
take this occasion to see that the victory that we achieve, the peace that 
we achieve is a permanent peace and we do not have a recurrence of the 
previous mistakes or mishaps or misfortunes that have befallen us. Let 
us play our cards wisely. Let us act wisely and 1 should like to see that 
we have peace in this sub-continent for many many years. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA (West Bengal) : Sir, we are once against 
faced with a cruel challenge and aggression from the Pakistani rulers. 
We are a peace-loving nation and we have sought all these years nothing 
but friendship from Pakistan. Unfortunately the Pakistani rulers, backed 
by US imperialism have stood in the way of friendship between our two 
peoples. Even at this critical hour we hear no ill-will to the people of 
West Pakistan who themselves are victims of tyranny and treachery by 
their rulers. This is a war imposed on us simply because we wanted to 
help and we are helping the glorious liberation struggle of Bangladesh, 
simply because we have not decided to surrender our principles and our 
values to the West Pakistani rulers or their imperialist pations. This war 
has been let loose upon us because in the battle fields of Bangladesh the 
West Pakistani forces are on the retreat. Day by day they are being 
driven from one position to another and the mighty advance of the 
Bangladesh liberation forces has become today irresistible. This action 



the part of the West Pakistani military rulers is an act of mad gamble, is 
an act of despereation, but we know that when they are desperate they 
know on law, they know on human decency or any such thing. We 
should be prepared for facing all kinds of attack and treachery by them. 
The Pakistani military rulers have dared to attack our country because 
they have got the backing of US imperialism by way of arms and 
otherwise. But for that backing they would not have perhaps plunged 
into this dangerous war, which does not good. This will immensely harm 
the cause which the people of Pakistan and we cherish. Our aim is quite 
clear. In this war that has been imposed upon us, we have no other air 
except to safeguard our territorial integrity and our territorial integrity 
shall be defended with all our unity, with all our strength and with all our 
might. If the Pakistani rulers and their imperialist masters think tlmt they 
can thereby deter us from rendering our help to the Bangladesh 
liberation struggle by fulhlling the pledge that this nation has given to 
the noble cause, they are profoundly mistaken. This act of aggession on 
the part of the Pakistani rulers will only strengthen our determination to 
render more help and more assistance for the triumph of the Bangladesh 
liberation struggle. We make it absolutely clear. Nothing on eath can 
stop the triumph of the Bangladesh lliberation struggle. In this 
connection, I mention, there should be no delay whatsoever in 
recognising Bangladesh, taking our responsibility openly and fully. All 
things are gone. The Americans and others have been bluffing us. They 
have been monoeuvring. Now, they want to internationalise the 
Bangladesh issue and turn it into an issue between India and Pakistan 
and thereby get away with it. That shall not be allowed. Here on the 
Indian soil, we must defend our soil, there in Bangladesh we must render 
every assistance so that Bangladesh liberation becomes a living, Desh, 
shining reality of victory. That should be our aim. 

I need not say very much on this occasion. It is a matter of shame 
and sorrow that the Chinese Government has lined up behind Pakistan 
and other imperialists. But then, there are the other Socialist countries. 
There is the Soviet Union, our firend, who is with us in all difficulties 
and troubles. There are other Socialist Countries who would 
undoubtedly appreciate and understand the situation we are facing, the 
just war we are fighting, the cause of human dignity we are upholding, 
by sheding the blood of our jawans and our people. We expect 
appreciation by the international community and above all, by all 
freedom and peace loving people. 
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Finally, Sir, before I sit down, I assure our party's support to the 
Government in all its defence efforts because this is not a partisan issue. 
This is a national issue, and the whole nation must stand united, as never 
before in meeting the challenge and repulsing the threat. In this hour, 
more, than ever before, communal peace and harmony are of paramount 
importance, and we must uphold them, again, with all our moral 
strength, with all our effort. This is our motto, this is our shield. Peace 
among the communities is our shield. Unity is our shield. We must not 
allow anyone to take advantage of the situation, to spread communal 
suspicion and communal distrust. We are all brothers in the common 
fight, in the common struggles, members of all religions, membersw of 
all communities, members of various political and other associations. 
Here is solid unity. I think Government can count on this unity. Sir, I do 
hope that Government at the same time will not allow the reactionary 
and vested interests to take advantage of the situation. The democratic 
rights and liberties of the people must be respected and they should be 
given full initiative to play their rightful role in meeting this challenging 
situation, so that this great nation of ours can prove its mettle and worth 
even in this crisis which has been imposed upon us. We again pledge and 
express our full solidarity with all those who are standing for the cause 
of national defence. We send our fervent good wishes to the people of 
Bangladesh; to the valiant liberation fighters. Our hearts go out to them. 
Let them strike at the citadels of the Pakistan Army in Bangladesh and 
storm them till every single West Pakistani troop has been withdrawn 
froud Bangladesh. There shall not be any rest or let-up on our part. This 
is all 1 have to say. Once again, I say, let us go and meet the challenge 
with courage with unity, with resolve and with the faith that with we 
shall win, our posture will win; so will win the people of Bangladesh. 

SHRI N. G. GORAY ( Maharashtra) : Though there was hardly any 
time for me to consult my party colleagues on this grave crisis, I can say 
with the fullest confidence that our party stands solidly behind every 
effort made to defend the sovereignty and territorial integrity of our 
motherland. I look upon this occasion as the turning point in the history 
of India, It is my conviction that out of these fires a new India will be 
bom. We have the honour and privilege of defending not only our values 
and our freedom but also of helping our valiant neighbour, Bangladesh, 
to defend its freedom and its values against a common aggressor. 

May I make an appeal to all sections of our country, especially the 
students the youth, the kissan and the mazdoor and, last but not the least. 





the business man and the industrialist to forget their sectarian interests 
and disputes and stand shoulder to shoulder with our jawans whose 
sacrifice knows on limit ? 

SHRI K. P. SUBRAMANIA MENON (Kerala) : Mr. Chairman. Sir, 
the military clique of Pakistan by its senselous and deliberate attack on 
our aerodroms and the shelling of our positions along the borders has 
thrust a war which very few of us wanted on us. But, Sir, this is a sequel 
to the help, support and participation which our people have been 
extending to the liberation, struggle of the people of Bangladesh against 
a callous military junta of Pakistan. 

Our party has always said—and I am happy that even in this very 
House I had yesterday the occasion to reiterate that decision—that if in 
pursuance of the unanimous desire of our people to help the Bangladesh 
people in their liberation struggle, we have to face a war from the 
military clique in Pakistan, then the entire people of this country will 
stand as one man to defend its sovereignty and territorial integrity. I went 
to reiterate that position of our party once more in this House. 

At the same time I would take this opportunity to warn against 
certain dangers inherent in the situation. First of all, let us be clear that 
we are fighting this war for the Bangladesh people, and it is high time if 
we are to make our fight any realistic, any sensible, then we should 
recognise Bangladesh here and now. There should be ono delay in that 
matter. After all, what are we fighting for if we are not fighting for the 
Bangladesh people ? And we have to warn against the danger of any 
jingoist stand on our part to turn the whole thing down as if it is the 
Pakistani people whom we are fighting against. In fact the very act that 
we are fighting for democracy for human rights in Bangladesh shows 
that we are also fighting for the human rights and the democracy of the 
entire Pakistani people against the military junta that has been 
oppressing them. Therefore, we should not fall into these jingoist stances 
and we should be clear as to who is our enemy and whom we are 
fighting. 

Thirdly, Sir, there is a danger that certain sections, certain 
reactionary circles may utilise this opportunity in this country to fan up 
communal struggle, to fan hatred against the minority community on this 
count or that count. Sir, our fight for the Bangladesh epope, our support 
to them is the very essence of the fight for democracy, for secularism and 
for the universality of the Indian people. Therefore, Sir, if in giving 
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support to Bangladesh if we lapse into that sort of communal attitude, 
then we will be defeating the very purpose of our fight and we will be 
making sacrifices, which our nation will be making in this fight, in vain. 
Therefore, we should also warn that we should not lapse into the danger 
of any communalism any antagonism against minority communities in 
this country and I am sure this country will stand united in this hour of 
trial and will make our sacrifices a success. 

Thank you. 

SHRI KANCHI KALYANASUNDARAM (Tamil Nadu) : Mr. 
Chairman, at this juncture we are in the midst of a serious crisis. It is not 
the first time that Pakistan has attacked the Indian sub-continent. 
Pakistan attacked us twice before. In the same manner, the Pakistani 
warlords have now launched an aggression against us. We have been 
living pacefully. The Pakistani aggression against us deserves 
condemnation. This time we should teach Pakistan a lesson so that 
Pakistan do not dare attack us again. The war which we are fighting now 
is not only for the purpose of defending our freedom but also for a great 
cause. We are fighting this war for the purpose of defending the 
democratic rights of the people of Pakistan. We are not only defending 
the democractic rights of our country but also defending the democratic 
rights of the people of Pakistan by fighting this war. We should teach a 
lesson to the Pakistani warmongers who are now lulling Pakistan. This 
should be the last war with Pakistan. We should see to it that Pakistan 
does not dare to attack us again and again by clipping her tail. As long as 
Pakistan is in the international map we should make them live peacefully 
with us and we should make Pakistan understand this point at this 
moment. I feel that this war should be a decisive one, while the war is 
going on now, we should not allow pother Tashkent' to take place. We 
already know what the Tashkent Agreement has done to us. An English 
proverb means 'Pay the Devil its due'. At this juncture Pakistan will 
understand only one language and that is force should be met with force. 

At this juncture, on behalf of the D. M. K. Party, I join the people of 
India in offering our wholehearted and unstinted support and also in 
making sacrifices to maintain the intergrity and independence of India. 

Thank you. 

SHRI B. V. ABDULLA KOYA (Kerala): Mr. Chairman. Sir, perhaps 
as expected. Pakistan has now started aggression on our Indian territory 
in a calculated and dastardly manner. It is now the sacred duty of every 
Indian, whether he is a Muslim or a Hindu or a Sikh or a Christian, to 
dedicate everything he has and to sacrifice to his last drop of blood for 
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the defence of our dear mother-country, India. The war is to be waged 
till the enemy is crushed for all time and the Indian borders are safe for 
ever from such aggression in future. I on behalf of myself and on behalf 
of my party—the Indian Union Muslim League—pledge our 
wholehearted support to the Government and we are prepared to 
sacrifice everything for the sake of the safety of this country at this hour 
of challenge from the unscrupulous Pakistani aggressor. 
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SHRI M. C. CHAGLA (Maharashtra) : Mr. Chairman, Pandit 
Jawaharlal Nehru used a famous expression when we became 
independent in 1947 that he was keeping a tryst with destiny. To my 
mind this is a tryst with our destiny. At that time in 1947, we responded 
to our destiny by trying to built a new India. In my opinion this time also 
we will respond to our destiny with courage, unity and solidarity. 

Sir, this war is going to affect not only the future of our country but 
the future of South Asia. There is a saying taht those whom God wishes 
to destroy, He makes them mad first. Gneral Yahya Khan is mad, we all 
know that. He is on his way to destruction. But 1 want to empahasise this 
fact. Let this be the last war in Pakistan. I want to see the destruction of 
Pakistan. When I say destruction of Pakistan. I say I want to see 







destruction of all that Pakistan has stood for. Pakistan has stood for 
military dictatorship, military tyranny, hostility towards India, two- 
nation theory, suppression of democratic rights and every Principle 
which is enshrined in the Untied Nations Charter. 

As against that, we have stood for democracy, for freedom, for 
neighbourliness and for all human rights which we value. So, Sir, this is 
a fight not only between India and Pakistan as two territories, but it is a 
fight between two ideas and I say that unless we destroy the evil for 
which Pakistan stands, unless we destroy the evil for which Pakistan 
stands we will not be able to bring peace in this part of the world. 

Sir, let us no more talk about a defensive war. We have had enough 
of it. Now the war with Pakistan is an offensive war. We have always 
tried to avoid war as far as possible. But, Sir, now the aggression has 
come and let us go all out ^d finish this business once and for all. 

Sir, if I might put it, Pakistan was conceived in sin and it is dying in 
violence. A part of Pakistan is already destroyed. Bangladesh constitutes 
the majority of Pakistan, which forms part of Pakistan. But what is left 
will be destroyed by the action of Yahya Khan. But I will agree with my 
friend, Mr. Gupta, that the first answer we should give to Pakistan today 
is to recognise Bangladesh, That should be our first answer and for 
heavents sake, let us know this. I know that international pressures will 
be put on us. The wise men sitting in New Yourk and in other 
chancellories will tell you how we should behave and what we should 
do. But we know our national interests best. God knows that we have 
waited long enough, we have put up with insults and we have put up 
with aggression from Pakistan. Tlie time has now come when he should 
solemnly be determined not only to put an end to this aggression, but 
also to see that never in future is there any aggression from that part of 
the world. 

Sir, I want to assure on thing to the Government and the Prime 
Minister. I think this is the time when we should sink all our differences. 
We should only think of one thing and that is the defence of that our 
country and defeat of Pakistan. Sir, I want to assure the prime imnister 
that one and all of us will stand behind her as our leader and see to it that 
she leads us to triumph. 
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MR. CHAIRMAN: Mr. Chitta Basu. 

SHRI CHITTA BASU (West Bengal) ; Sir, it is a great moment of 
history and trial for the nation. And this is because we are in the midst of 
a war. And this war is not of our choosing: this has been imposed on us. 
Sir, the nation is called upon, therefore, to meet this challenge of the 
aggression from the border across. This war is not only for the defence 
of our sovereignty and freedom and the integration of our country, but 
this war is for defence of the ideals of our life, in defence for which we 
have lived and we live today on our soil, that is, the ideals of 
Democracy, Freedom and Secularism. Therefore, this is a war in defence 
of our cherished ideals. And for this war there is the necessity of a total 
mobilisation because it is a total war. This war is not to be fought only 
by the brave Jawans, by the Defence Forces on the borders, but this war 
is to be fought by the man behind the plough, also by the man in the 
mill, and also by people of all walks of life. This is a total war, and it 
needs total mobilisation. It has to be borne in mind that this war is not 
directed against the people of Pakistan, because it is known to the world 
outside and it should be repeated again and again that we have been 
forced to take part in this war in defence of our ideals. And the success 
and the victory, about which I have no doubt, would also bring about the 
liberation and freedom of the people of Pakistan from the yoke of 
Yahyas and Bhuttos and will ensure them the freedom of shaping their 
own destiny in unfettered freedom. 

12 Noon 

In ths conncetion I also want to pledge our wholehearted support to 
all actions, all efforts of the Government. In that matter, I think all the 
political parties of the country would sink and shs^ all their differences 
and strengthen the defence preparedness of our country. 

I also want to address an apeal to all the peace-living and freedom- 
loving people of the world to assert themselves and restrain their 
respective Governments not to feed the warlords of Pakistan and also 
ensure a climate in which there can be stability and peace in this region. 



I once again wnat to urge upon the Government that the people of 
Bangladesh who are hghting valiantly for the freedom of their country 
should be recognised and the Government of the People’s Democratic 
Republic of Banglaesh also should be recognised without further delay 
because it is on account of Bangladesh that we have been forced to take 
up this position. The fitting reply to the greatest warmongers of Pakistan 
would be to recongise immdediately the Government of the people's 
Democratic Republic of Bangladesh. 

Sir, I conclude by once again appealing to the Government to 
recognise the People's Democartic Republic of Bangladesh. 

SHRI B. D. KHOBRAGADE (Maharashtra) : Sir, since I have been 
elected as Deputy Chairman of the august House, I have refrained 
myself from expressing my views, during the last two years, on most 
important subjects that we considered in this House. But in view of the 
aggression that has been unleashed by Pakistan, I am constrained tp 
express my views. On behalf of my party—the Republication Party of 
India—I express our solidarity with the Government and the people of 
this country. 

Sir, many spokesmen of different political parties have expressed 
their views on this solemn occasion. 1 would like to associate myself 
with the views that have been expressed by the political leaders of this 
great nation. 

Some of the Members have expressed the view that we should take 
advantage of this opportunity and should try to teach a good lesson to 
Pakistan. May 1 remind this House that in 1965 when Pakistan 
committed aggression against our country, we had taught Pakistan a 
good lesson. Perhaps Pakistan has forgotten that lesson. Pakistan has 
agian committed aggression against oar country, and I have no doubt in 
my mind that our jawans who are fighting on the front will definitely 
teach a good lesson to Pakistan which can never be forgotten by 
Pakistan. 

Sir, our country has tried to help the liberation struggle in 
Bangladesh and, therefore, the wrath and fury of the Pakistani military 
junta have been diverted from Bangladesh to India. We will definitely 
face hereocally the aggression that has been committed against our 
country and I have no doubt in my mind that the jawans who are fighting 
on the front will crush the Pakistani aggression with all the might and 
force at their conunand. 



I would not like to take much time of the House. I would like to 
express only one view and that is, we have to face this aggression 
because of Bangladesh. 

There has already been inordinate delay in recognising Bangladesh. 
If we have to face this aggression because of Bangladesh, I feel the time 
has come now when there should be no further delay in recognising 
Bangladesh. 

I would like to express on this occasion unstinted, unqualified and 
unconditional support of my party, the Republican Party of India and the 
weaker sections and the down-trodden people of this country, whom our 
Party represents. I may mention that the classes which we represent are 
poor : perhaps they may not be in a position to donate gold or money, 
but I can assure you, this House and through you the Prime Minister and 
the Govemement of India that our poorer people will shed the last drop 
of their blood and sacrifice their lives for maintaining independence, 
integrity and unity of this country. 

1 do not want to recall the experiences of the 1962 and 1965 
aggression when the people of down-trodden community had exhibited 
their bravery and valour and had sacrificed their lives in defending the 
integrity and independence of this country. Leave apart the experiences 
of the 1962 and 1965 aggression; if you go through the pages of the 
history of this country—whether it was during the days of Shivaji or 
whenever there arose an occasion to defend the independence of this 
country—our down-trodden people have always sacrificed their lives to 
maintain and achieve the independence of this country. Therefore, on 
this solemn occasion, I would like to express on behalf of myself, and 
my Party our solidarity with the Government and I would like to assure 
that we are prepared to make any sacrifice that will be called upon us to 
do to maintain the independence and integrity of this country. 

MR. CHAIRMAN : Hon. Members I wish to add a word in this hour 
of trial. The whole House and indeed the whole nation is solidly united. 
In this war which has been thrust upon us, there is no doubt that victory 
will be ours. Every individual, and every group, I sure, will strive their 
utmost and will make their contribution to the achievement of this goal, 
the victory. Our casue is just. We are fighting for certain ideals and 
certain principles. The military forces are the military forces of a great 
nation. They are assured that ^e whole nation is behind them and there 
cannot be any doubt that ultimately we shall succeed in preserving our 
ideals and principles. 





RESOLUTION RE. PROCLAMATION OF EMERGENCY 
UNDER ARTICLE 352 OF THE CONSTITUTION 

THE MINISTER OF DEFENCE (SHRIJAGJIVAN RAM): Sir, I beg 
to move the following Resolution : 

"This House approves the Proclamation of Emergency issued by the 

President on the 3rd December, 1971, under clause (1) of Article 

352 of the Constitution." 

The Question was proposed 

THE LEADER OF THE OPPOSITION (SHRI M. S. GURUPADAS- 
WAMY): Sir, I will be very brief. The time has come to decide whether 
we should work as a great country or remain small. This is the crucial 
question before us, whether this country is going to be a country of 
giants or a country of dwarfs. There are moments in the history of 
nations when nations have got to achieve their greatness through blood 
and iron. Many nation have suffered and faced ordeals and they have 
emerged successful. This grave moment has come to this country and we 
have to pass through this and achieve success. Sir, I do not want to 
repeat what I said earlier. On this occasion 1 only want to say that the 
minor conflicts that have been between the various parties and groups 
have to be transformed and transposed into a conflict between India and 
Pakistan. This is the point 1 want to drive home to all our friends. 
Whatever minor differences we had in the past and we are having to-day, 
have to be resolved and we have to find a common will of this nation to 
achieve the goal that we have placed before us. The conflict is not an 
ordinary conflict and as Mr. Chagla pointed out, it is a conflict between 
dictatorship and democracy. It is a conflict between militarism and 
democratic values and in such a conflict everyone of us has got to be 
involved to the best of his capacity to subserve the interests of the 
nation. On this occaion every limb of the Government, every instrument 
of our economy, every agnecy in our society, has got to wordk hard. The 
machines have got to move, the fields have got to be ploughed and the 
offices have got to function and be awake and if this is achieved, 1 am 
sure this emergency that has been created by Pakistan will be over soon. 
There are friends who have expressed some doubt about this 
proclamation. They have pointed out that there is no definite time-limit 
put on this emergency. I am aware that in the past when emergency was 
declared, that emergency period continued for years. And 1 hope and 
trust that this emergency will not last longer because the situation is 
different, the goal is very clear, and the whole nation is one. In this task 



I am sure not only India but others who believe in democracy and the 
values of democracy and justice will be with us and I am sure that vry 
soon this emergency will end« and within a few months we will be 
having a new Bangladesh emerging and India emerging on the face of 
Asia as a very powerful country indeed. All these years we have been 
functioning in a manner which has relegated this country to a secondary 
position and, on the historic occasion we have got an opportunity when 
we can really transform this country to one of greatness. We have no 
alternative but to pass through this daptism of fire, we have no 
alternative but to pass through blood and iron. Many countries have 
achieved greatness only through this method. I associate myself with 
those who have said already that the proper answer and the effective 
answer to Pakistan now is to recognise Bangladesh. I made this point 
yesterday and I agree with the Deputy Chairman who said that on 
account of Bangladesh there has been a conflict, on account of 
Bangladesh there has been this war and why then should we resist the 
temptation of according recognition to Bangladesh. What is the rationale 
behind this restrnint, I do not understand. I hope and trust that the 
Government will take the initiative in this matter. I assure the 
Government that the whole nation will stand by them and Parliament 
will be with them if they declare today that they have accorded 
recognition to Bangladesh. That is the proper and effective reply that we 
are going to give Pakistan. 

One word about defence. I agree with my hon. friend, Mr. Chagla. 
When he said that there is no scope for a defensive war. There cannot be 
any restraints in this warthere cannot be any constraints in this conflict. 
We have got to wage it fully in all its fieceness so that victory may be 
won quickly. Otherwise I am afraid there may be dragging, there may be 
delay, there may be postponement in achieving the objective. Therefore, 
let us make is short and brief. It is for this I say that the country, the 
Government and Perliament have got to move together as one body. And 
we must have what I call the will, the national will, to liberate 
Bangladesh. And in this task Sir, any sacrific any privation, any suffering 
and any amount of pain and irritation has got to be tolerated by us as a 
nation. I am sure the nation has got the strength, the strength of will and 
unity of purpose, and I am also sure that with determination and resolve 
we will achieve a free Bangladesh before Christmas, and the defeat of 
the militarism of Pakistan and also before Christmas. 

With these remarks Sir, I end my speech. 
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SHRI M. K. MOHTA (Rajasthan) : Mr. Chairman, Sir, at the outset 
let me reiterate what the Chairman of our party has already stated, 
namely, that our party pledges its full and unreserved support, in this 
hour of national crisis, to the national defence efforts. Emergency has 
been proclaimed and the whole world's eyes are on the people of India. 
We will be Judge to what extent we are able to rise to the occasion and 
work unitedly with courage and fortitude and with purposefulness to 
meet the crisis fully and successfully. I believe that in an emergency it is 
necessary that the party differences, based on division among the 
political parties, should be sunk and at the Centre a National 
Government should be formed. It should have representation from 
different parties, from all political parties and ail the political parties 
combined iiva national Government should lead the country to victory in 
this war. 




A word about the role of Parliament. Even though a grave 
emergency is there, it is necessary that Parliament should continue to 
meet, to briefed by the Government about the affairs on the borders, 
the situation previling and for the Government to be guided by 
Parliament about further action that is required to be taken to meet the 
situation as it arises. 

Before I conclude, I would like to say that in a modern was the 
strength of a nation is not gauged only by the number of guns employed 
at the frontier or by the number of men under arms, but by the economic 
power of the nation. The outcome of any armed conflict will depend on 
hos economically strong we are. Therefore, it is of the utmost 
importance that all ideology should be forgotten, all matters of detail 
should be forgotten. The only aim before the country should be how to 
strengthen the country economically, whether in the fields or in the 
factories, to achieve more and more production. It does not matter who 
produces the goods and in what manner. What matter is that the goods 
must be produced. More goods and services must be produced whether 
in the fields or factories. And therefore I would appeal to the 
Government through you. Sir, to gorget the little considerations that have 
completely shadowed the thinking of the Government in the past but to 
direct all the energy of the Government and of the people to increase 
producton of all sorts so that a strong economically we could be strong, 
so that a strong economy could given the necessary and sufficient 
support to our armed forces and it may lead us to a victorious result. 

The last point that I would like to say is that the people of the border 
areas very rightly and justly expected of the Government to announce 
emergency risk insurance immediately so that any destruction due to 
enemy action or sabotage is borne by the entire peopfle of India and the 
brunt of it is not borne only by the people who reside on the border areas 
and have properties there. There is an insistent demand from the people 
of the border areas for quite some time past and now that the emergency 
has been declared, I hope that the Government would lose on time in 
announcing emergency risk insuracne as was done some time back when 
a similar emergency arose in the country. 





MR. CHAIRMAN: Sardesai. 

SHRI DEV DATT PURI (Haryana): Sir, this matter has already been 
voted upon and one or two speeches. 

(Interruptions) 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Some members of parties have already spoken. 

SHRI K. CHANDRASEKHARAN (Kerala) : Sir, when you have 
already allowed some to participate in the discussion, you have got to 
allow others also to speak. Otherwise you should not have allowed any. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: I have not said, I am not "allowing". I was asking 
you to consider the appeal; I am appealing to other Members also. You 
have got to consider the wishes of other Members. I never said, "I will 
not allow." 

SHRI DEV. DATT PURI : From this tide I appeal to the Members 
that it is a very solemn occasion. 

SHRI K. CHANDRASEKHARAN : I was not certainly replying to 
you. Sir, but to him. 

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE DEPARTMENT OF 
PARLIAMENTARY AFFAIRS AND IN THE MINISTRY OF SHIPPING 
AND TRANSPORT (SHRI OM MEHTA): I will only say that it should 
be brief. 

MR. CHAIRMAN : Do you want to speak, Mr. Sardesai ? I have 
called you. 

SHRI S. G. SARDESHl (Maharashtra): 1 did not hear. Mr. Chairman 
this House has already expressed its unanimous support to the 
Government in fighting the war which has been thrust upon us but which 
having been thrust upon us, we want to fight out till we gain our 
objectives. With respect to those objectives, also, we have to be 
absolutely clear. One of the objectives, the first and foremost, is the 
liberation of Bangladesh and the second objective is the full-fledged 
defence of our territorial integrity and security. These are the objectives. 
I am speaking this because while we must be absolutely firm in regard to 
our objectives in the coming period, certain ideas may come forward in 
an incipient form and today we will have to be on our guard precisely 
because the battle is going to be very difficult. We are sure we are going 
to fight till the Military Junta in Pakistan is compelled to recognise the 
liberation and the freedom of Bangladesh. But at this moment, I would 
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also like to utter a word of caution. We are not fighting for the permanent 
occupation of any part of West Pakistan. 

It is very necessary to be clear on this point because. Sir, everyone 
here has said and I thoroughly agree with that point that we have to 
maintain communal harmony in our country. Let us not put forward 
certain kind of ideas which create problems for the maintenance of our 
harmony also. That is the point which is very important. I do not want to 
elaborate it just now because we are just at the beginning of this 
struggle. But even at the beginning certain ideas have to be very clear. 
There is not going to be any mercy. We are going to fight with all our 
strength until the military junta is brought to its knees. I have not the 
remotest doubt about it, and that means our strength. 

I would like to mention one or two points because nothing has been 
said about them. We are all supporting thjs emergency. When we say that 
the entire energy of the people has to be mobilised to a noble cause 
before us, it includes the question of economy, the question of keeping 
production going, the question of distribution of essential commodities. 
So it is a question of strengthening the near which is going to be a vital 
aspect of national defence. 

In this respect also I have no doubt and I have no hesitation in stating 
that the Indian working class has got a role to play and the working class 
will play that role. I have not the remotest doubt in the matter. But there 
has been the past experience that precisely when the nation is in danger, 
when we are in peril, it is not the working class that betrays. 
Unfortunately, we all know there are the profiteers, the speculators who 
are the people who hold the economy to ransom to take advantage of it. 
Now definitely I appeal to the Government to see that they have got to 
be very firm and very strong in taking all necessary measures against any 
one who exploits this national danger for the purpose of sectional or 
narrow interest. 

I would also like to go a step forward in this respect, and that is with 
regard to the question of domestic rights of the people. Sometimes a sort 
of blanket approach is made against whosoever, collects together or 
whoever holds a meeting because the nation is in danger. That must not 
be so. I want to make it perfectly clear that all the forces which seriously 
and sincerely stand for the defence of the country and who want to go 
out in the country to mobilise the people for the defence of our country 
should be allowed to do so because plenty of mass education is needed. 



It is a question of domestic rights. If there is the remotest fear that some 
one is causing harm to the unity of our people, to communal harmony 
and similar thing, these elements should be taken care of. But for the 
rest, the strengthening of democratic rights of the people and the people's 
active participation in support of this war is definitely going to be 
helpful, and I do hope and I do appeal to this Government and I want to 
ask them very strongly that the whole question of economy, of keeping it 
going, the whole question of democratic rights hould be approached in 
such a fashion that our defence is strengthened. Action should be taken 
against those who weaken our defence. We have to be clear about these 
two things. I do hope that this thing will be borne in mind. 

SHRI THILLAI VILLALAN (Tamil Nadu) : Sir, we have already 
assured our whole-hearted support to this Government on behalf of our 
party. This is the time for deed, not for words. This is the time when 
unity is the necessity. 

We never go in for war. But when war is declared against us we 
would not leave it. If we turn our face in frown unitedly that will 
definitely bum the whole of Pakistan. If we breathe unitedly, that will 
make a cyclone and that cyclone will throw Pakistan into un-known 
seas. If we spit unitedly against Pakistan that will definitely cause a flood 
against Pakistan an there will be no Paldstn on the map of this world. 
Therefore, the necessity for our country at this hour is only unity. 
Therefore, I ^peal to all to unite and fight against Pakistan. With these 
few words I welcome this proclamation of Emergency. 

SHRI K. CHANDRASEKHARAN : Mr. Chairman, Sir, this is not a 
time for panic, even though we are in a grave emergency. This is the 
fourth occasion after independence—three times from Pakistan and 
once from China—that the country's interests have been imperilled. And 
as berore, I have no doubt that this country will certainly make its 
resolution determined and action decisive so that we tide over the 
emergency in the shortest few months possible. 

Sir, Parliament has got a decisive role during the period of the 
emergency. The Government must see that Parliament is enabled to 
perform its due functions in the matter of consultations and advice that 
Parliament may have to give in the discharge of the grave functions by 
the Government. I heard it said from an hon. Member that a national 
Government is^robably a necessity. I do not agree. I do not think. Sir, 
that there is any emergency of the nature to constitute a national 
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Government, for we have today probably the strongest Central 
Government after independence and probably the strongest Prime 
Minister. Therefore, ail the more there is absolutely no reason for a 
national Government to be constituted. 

Sir, the Opposition certainly will have its duties and responsibilities. 
A few minutes back, we saw all sections of the House, all 
representatives and leaders of political parties, unite and give their 
support and unstinted co-opeation to the Government in the discharge of 
its duties and responsibilities in the grave hours that are ahead for us. 
But certainly. Sir, the Oppositon has got to discharge its duties and 
responsibilities in a constructively critical manner. I would, therefore, 
take this opportunity to warn the Government that if there are mistakes, 
the Oppostion in this country will be frank enough to point out those 
mistakes to the Government and the Government would have to own up 
those mistakes, and the Government would have to correct those 
mistakes. It is not as if a Government can fuction without any mistakes 
or oversight. As a constructive Opposition in Parliament and outside, the 
parties of the Opposition will be able to play their critical role hereafter 
and see that the Government is corrected, if mistakes are committed by 
the Government. I would suggest that Parliament should meet more 
often than previously. 1 would also suggest that a prominent role should 
be given particularly to the Consultative Committee on Defence Affairs. 
I would also suggest that the Parliamentary Consultative Conunittee on 
Defence Affairs should be immediately reconstituted with leaders of all 
the political parties in both House of Parliament being included in that 
Committee. 

As has been rightly pointed out by the hon. Defence Minister in the 
statement that he made this morning, we have got to see that production 
and output are increased during the period of the emergency. We have 
got to see that prices stablise themselves instead of rising, during the 
period of the emergency. For all this, a sencere co-operation on the part 
of the industrialists and the commercial people in this country is 
necessary. And the Government on its part would have to take prompt 
and necessary action to see that prices are not enhanced and production 
continuous unabated in this country. For even if we win the war with 
Pakistan, we cannot lose war against poverty that we have been waging 
inside the country. The Planning Commission, the Planning Ministry and 
the Planning Minister will have to concentrate, in better and more 
sincere terms hereafter, on the development of this country, the overall 



build-up of the plan and the success of the Plan. With this, I extend my 
co-operation to the work of the Government during the period of the 
emergency. 

MR. CHAIRMAN ; Mr. Shyam Lai Yadav—the last speaker on my 
list. 
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MR. CHAIRMAN : Mr. Jagjivan Ram, do you wish to say 
anything ? 

SHRI JAGjrVAN RAM : I do not have much to say. The House is 
aware of the circumstances under which this Emergency has been 
declared. The House, the various political parties and their leaders, and 
the nation, have indicated their solidarity with the national security. I can 
only say this much that the entire nation is behind the Armed Forces, 
gives a new confidence to them, gives a new competence to them, gives 
a new effectiveness to them, I have no doubt that the Armed Forces will 
fulfil the expectations of the nation and will teach a lesson to Pakistan 
which they will remember for all times. So, we have no intention of 
annexing Pakistan, I would like to make it quite clear. 

SHRI A. D. MANI (Madhya Pradesh) : And no quarrel with the 
people of Pakistan. 

SHRI JAGJIVAN RAM : Certainly our objective is the achievement 
of independence of Bangladesh. That is the determination and the will of 
the people of Bangladesh which they have unmistakably indicated in the 
last election. And I will again make it clear that we have no intention to 
annex the territory of Pakistan.... 

DR. BHAIMAHAVIR: Liberation of Kashmir. 

SHRI JAGJIVAN RAM : What we want is that Pakistan should live 




as a friendly neighbour and chenish the values which in modem times 
are regarded as good human values, the values which are enshrined in 
the charters of the United Nations and which we ourselves have 
enshrined in our Constitution, the values of democracy, the values of 
secularism. That is what we want. The objective of our war will be to 
defend the cherished values enshrined in our Constitution. And the 
soliderity which the House has indicated as I have said, will embolden 
our Armed Forces, will increase their efficiency to achieve their 
objective. 

MR. CHAIRMAN : The question is : 

"That this House approves the Proclamation of Emergency issued by the 
President on the 3rd December, 1971, under clause (1) of Article 
342 of the Constitution." 

The motion was adopted. 

MR. CHAIRMAN : The Resolution is unanimously adopted. 
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STATEMENT BY PRIME MINISTER RE: RECOGNITION OF 

BANGLADESH 

THE PRIME MINISTER, MINISTER OF ATOMIC ENERGY, 
MINISTER OF HOME AFFAIRS AND MINISTER OF INFORMATION 
AND BROADCASTING (SHRIMATI INDIRA GANDHI) : Mr. 
Chairman, Sir, the valiant struggle of the people of Bangla Desh in the 
face of tremendous odds has opened a new chapter of heroism in the 
history of freedom movements. 

Earlier, they had recorded a great democratic victory in their 
elections nad even the President of Pakistan had conceded the right of 
Sheikh Mujibur Rahman to become Prime Minister of Pakistan. We shall 
never know what intervened to transform this benevolent mood and 
realistic approach, if the really was that to deception and the posture of 
open hatted. 

We are told that Sheikh Mujibur Rahman and his party, the Awami 
League, had planned a non-violent movement of resistance to the 
Government of West Pakistan. But they were caught unawares and 
overtaken by a brutal military assault. They had no alternative but to 
declare for independence. The East Pakistan Rifles and East Bengal 
Regiment became the Mukit Fauj and later the Mukti Bahini, which was 
joined by thousands of young East Bengalies determined to sacrifice 
their lives for freedom and the right to fashion their future. The unity, 
determination and courage with which the entire population of Bangla 
Desh is fighting have been recorded by the world Press. 

These envents on our doorstep and the resulting flood of refugees 
into our territory could not but have far-reaching reperecussions on our 
country. It was natural that our sympathy should be with the people of 
Bangladesh in their just struggle. But we did not act precipitiously in the 
matter of recognition, our decisions were not guided merely by emotion 
but by an assessment of prevailing and future realities. 

With the unanimous revolt of the entire people of Bangla Desh and 
the success of their struggle it has become increasingly apparent that the 
so-called mother State of Pakistan is totally incapable of bringing the 
people of Bangla Desh back under its control. As for the legitimacy of 





the Government of Bangla Desh the whole world is now aware that it 
reflects the will of the overwhelming majority of the people, which not 
many governments can claim to represent. In Jeffersons's famous words 
to Governor Morris, the Government of Bangla Desh is supported by the 
"will of the nation, substantially expressed". Applying this criterian, the 
Military regime in Pakistan whom some States are so anxious to 
butterss, is hardly representative of its people even in West Pakistan. 

Now that Pakistan is waging war against India, the normal hesitation 
on our part not to do anything which could come in the way of a 
peaceful solution, or which might be construed as intervention, has lost 
significance. The people of Bangla Desh battling for their very existence 
and the people of India fighting to defeat aggression now find 
themselves parties in the same cause. 

I am glad to inform the House that in the light of the existing 
situation and in response to the repeated requests of the Government of 
Bangla Desh, the Government of India have after the most careful 
consideration, decided to grant recognition to the GANA 
PRAJATANTRI BANGLADESH will soon from part of the family of 
nations. 

Our thoughts as this moment are with the father of this new State- 
Sheikh Mujibur Rahman, I am sure that this House would wish me to 
convey to their Excellencies the Acting President of Bangla Desh and 
the Prime Minister and to their colleagues, our greetings and warm 
felicitations. 

I am placing on the Table of the House copies of the communication 
which we have received from the Government of Bangla Desh. Hon'ble 
Members will be glad to know that the Government of Bangla Desh 
have proclaimed their basic principle of State policy to be democracy, 
socialism, secularism and the establishment of an egalitarian society in 
which there would be no discrimination on the basis of race, religion, 
sex or creed. In regard to foreign relations, the Bangla Desh Government 
have expressed their determination to follow a policy of non-alignment, 
peaceful co-existence and opposition to colonialism, recialism and 
imperialism in ail its manifestations. These are the ideals to which India 
also is dedicated. 

The Bangla Desh Government have reiterated their anxiety to 
organise the expeditions return of their citizens who have found 
temporary refuse in our country, and to restore their lands and 
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belongings to them. We shall naturally help in every way in these 
arrangements. 

I am confident that in future the Government and the peoples of 
India and Bangladesh, who share common ideals and sacrifices will 
forge a relationship based on the principles of mutual respect for each 
other's sovereignty and territorial integrity, non-interference in internal 
affairs, equality and mutual benefit. Thus working together for freedom 
and democracy, we shall set an example of good neighbourliness which 
slone can ensure peace, stability and progress in this region. Our good 
wishes to Bangladesh. 

11 a.m. 

THE LEADER OF THE OPPOSITION (SHRI M. S. GURUPADAS- 
WAMY); Sir, I look at the statement of the Prime Minister as the Magna 
Carta of free Bangladesh. It is the most historic and momentous 
statement of this year and also of the decade, and this statement has got 
the great potentiality of recreating and refashioning the future destiny of 
the entire sub-continent. Sir unturally my heart melts on this occasion, 
and I have no hesitation in saying that Shrimati Indira Gandhi has 
emerged in my view for the first time as the living Joan of Arc of the 
sub-Eontinent, Joan of Arc suffered death and achieved victory. Shrimati 
Indira Gandhi lives and achieved victory. And this is a moment which 
has got to be inscribed not only in our sacred memories but also in the 
annals of our history. 

SHRI M. P. SHUKLA (Uttar Pradesh): In letters of gold. 

SHRI M. GURUPADASWAMY : And this act of hers which is bold is 
nevertheless cautions, and will win acclaim and respect not only of the 
millions of people living in this land but also the millions of people who 
have been aspiring for freedom in Asian and African countries. This is 
an occasion which the world also has to recognise. 

Shrimati Indira Gandhi has shown in most unmistakable terms what 
a democracy has got to do, in ought to do a crisis of this nature. She has 
also shown the resillience of a democratic country to various pressures 
to the impulses generated in the neighbouring areas. 

Without making a long statement may I say. Sir, the statement of the 
Prime Minister is likee not only by me, by Members of my Party, but all 
of us here ? "And now I would only suggest to her, in keeping with the 
spirit of the statement she has made, she may issue a written appeal to all 
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the Governments of the world to accord recognition to the free 
Bangladesh Government. I hope and trust she will take this step also. 
May I congratulate her and the Government of India and the people of 
India for having achieved this momentous time, a time when we are 
ushering in a new country, a new State and new people, people who are 
wedded to freedom, human values and justice ? 

With these words I share the joy and the jubilation of my colleagues 
who have assembled here in the great decision that the Prime Minister 
has taken. 

SHRl DAHYABHAIV. FATAL (Gujrat) : Mr. Chairman, Sir, I would 
like to be associated with the remarks of the two previous speakers on 
this side. We must all congratulate the Prime Minister on this occasion 
for her wise leadership. I remember on several occasions she was 
pressed on all sides for early recognition of Bangladesh. She said that 
this was not the opportune time and she would select an opportune time. 
She has shown by her action how wisely she can act on occasion. Side 
by side I must take this opportunity of congratulating our Armed Forces, 
the leadership of the Armed Forces, the Defence Minister, on the way in 
which they have faced this situation. A trecherous attack was mounted 
on us hoping perhaps to catch us unawares. The Defence Minister and 
his advisers proved to be shrewder and were ready for even a trecherous 
attack. God has been kind to this country. Let us all stand united, as for 
his blessings, so that we may overcome such difficulties again and again 
and stand united in the service of the nation. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA (West Bengal) : Sir, a historic reality has 
been recognised by a historic decision at historic moment, and it is a 
privilege for all of us to be a participant in this decision. It has been my 
privilege over the last twenty years to listen to many important decisions 
in this House coming from the Prime Minister and others of the 
Government. But rarely can I recall a decision of so great a significance 
not only for our country but for all mankind. This decision symbolises 
the profound human sympathy, great political wisdom, high 
statesmanship. This decision, if I may say so, transcends national 
barriers and projects itself into the wider regions of human society and 
history. Therefore, the Government of India, and the Prime Minister in 
particular, deserve the heartiest congratulations not only of all of us in 
the House, but of all mankind who cherish freedom and would not 
tolerate defilement of human dignity. I know that this decision marks the 
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beginning of a golden chapter that is being written in letters of gold with 
so much sacrifice, so much suffering, so much heroism, on the sub¬ 
continent of ours. Sir, this decision guarantees the emergence in 
Bangladesh from where I hail, where I was bom.... 

SHRI A. D. MANI (Madhya Pradesh): Mymensingh. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA : ....of a secular, democratic. State which 
the people of Bangladesh and the people of this subcontin^’^t so ardently 
desire. I see in this decision the rising sun of history of that soil where 
men and women, having fought against overwhelming edds, are today 
marching forward with great confidence and courage to the cheristed 
triumph of their goal. I extent to those people in the name of the Indian 
people our heartist congratulations and solidarity in this struggle. This 
decision on the part of the Government is indeed the voice not of the 
Government alone, is the voice of every Indian, every patriot, and, if I 
may say so, every man who believes in freedom and democracy in the 
world. I do hope the decision that we have taken today will soon be 
shared by all others who cherish freedom, peace and progress. Once 
again I wish well of the people of Bangladesh and congratulate all those 
who made possible the decision of today. I look forward to the 
advancing forces of history. Yahya Khan as a force of yesterday. He will 
be forced, doomed, to extinction, and we look forward to the forces of 
tomorrow rising but ressed ty the decision in Bangladesh for the sake of 
the people there and for the sake of mankind. 
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MR. CHAIRMAN : Yes, now the CPM. Who will speak ? Yes, Mr. 
Sanyal. 

SHRI SASANKA SEKHAR SANYAL (West Bengal) : Mr. Chairman 
from this side I join in the felications and congratulations showered upon 
the Prime Minister and through the Prime Minister I extend all our 
respect to those who are fighting, those fighting people in our country 
and in Bangladesh, who have already laid down their lives and who are 
now prepared to lay down their lives at any moment. 

Sir, excuse me for a little digression. Sir, in 1947, when dear 
Indiraji's father was the interim Prime Minister, I was a himble back¬ 
bencher in the Congress banches in the Central Legislature when 
partition was accepted and conceded Sir, I went to the Bhangi Colony to 
see Mahatma Gandhi, I laid donw my 'khadar' cloth there, came back 
bare-bodied, leaving my Vchadhar’ and 'khadar' coat, saying that the 
Congress had committed a fraud at the top in Delhi and at the bottem in 
my Bengal. 

Sir, thereafter I was not a very happy man. But, today I thank myself, 
I congratulate myself, that 1 am living today to see that the Pakistan is 
now dead. If there is any thing now, it is the ghost of Pakistan and if any 
thing is going to be haunted by that ghost, it is neither India nor 
Bangladesh nor any part of the other Pakistan, but it is the recalcitrant 
members of the UN Council and Assembly. Let them be haunted and 
hunted. Sir, our freedom will grow from Precedent to precedent, from 
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precedent, from Bangladesh to Bangladesh and I would expect only this 
from dear Indiraji—her father was my colleague and her grand father 
was my colleague and we worked together— that she should go on from 
stried to stride and let her see that the toiling people on all sides of the 
subcontinent really become happy under the flag which is now flashing 
and which is now waving and which is now flying over the house of 
Mrs. Indira Gandhi. 

SHRI THILLAl ViLLALAN (Tamil Nadu) ; On this day of rejoicing 
and jubilation, I join with the feeling expressed by the leaders of 
different parties. I am taking this opportunity to congratulate our Prime 
Minister, Indira Gandhi (Interruptions). She has proved that she is the 
greatest statesman, and at the same time, the greatest administrator in 
this world. (Interruption). By recognizing Bangladesh at the opportune 
time as she has often stated in this House. 

Sir, in the religious field we heard that Shakti is superior and more 
powerful than Sivan, Here in the political field also, she has proved that 

Shakti is supreme. (Interruptions). Further, Sir, I want to say in this 

connection that the handthat rocks the craddle now rocks the craddle of 

freedom in Bangladesh. (Interruptions). With this hold decision she 

has proved that she is the greatest statesman in this world-woman 

statesman in the world. (Interruptions). Therefore, Sir, I congratulate 

her on this occasion. 

At the same time, I want to assure our whole-hearted support to this 
Government in all its further actions in the warfare against Pakistan. 

Sir, I conclude by saying : Long Live Mujibur Rahman ! Long Live 
Bangladesh ! Long Live Freedom Fighters in Bangladesh ! 

SHRI A. K. A. ABDUL SAMAD (Tamil Nadu) : On behalf of my 

party and my own, I whole-heartedly welcome the decision of the 

Government to recognize Bangladesh. Our entire nation has been 

demanding the recognition of Bangladesh for the past several years. But 

the Government has taken the right decision, at the right time. 

(Interruptions). I congratulate the Prime Minister and her Government, 

and want to reiterate again that the Muslim League is one with the entire 

nation.(Interruptions) in supporting this noble decision of the 

Government in this hour of trial. 

<■« 

Thank you. 
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SHRI A. D. MANI: Mr. Chairman, Sir may I join my colleagues on 
this side as well as the other side of the House in felicitating the Prime 
Minister on the great and historic decision that she and the Government 
has taken in recognising the Government of Bangladesh ? I would like to 
underline the significance of this recognition. For the first time, after the 
establishment of our Republic, we have taken a most forward step and 
have shown that our foreign policy is not an andemic policy, but it is an 
active and dynamic policy. Anothers significant aspect of this declaration 
is that the people of Bangla Desh have accepted as a goal of their policy 
'secularism'. In other words, the daughter of Shri Jawaharlal Nehru has 



given a death blow to the two-nation theory and the people of Bangla 
Desh have accepted the path of belonging to one human race. 

Sir, we have also shown that this country of ours with 547 million 
people, whom the New York Times has contemptously described as 
miserable in an editorial yesterday, can do much more for peace and 
justice, than great United Nations or the United States which calls for a 
free world. 

Sir, we hav'e stood for justice and I thank Mrs. Gandhi for ensuring 
that our children and grandchildren will have peace for at least another 
25 years and we will not be harassed by the inrritations and hostilities of 
Pakistan. As a Newspaperman, we are not supposed to indulge in 
hyporbelic phrases. We are critical of the public affairs but I will never 
conceal my opinion that when the history of these times come to be 
written, Mrs. Gandhi will be regarded as one of the greatest leaders of 
the country. 
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On this occasion I also want to congratulate the people and 
Government of the Soviet Union for their un-stinted support for the great 
cause we have taken up. I want to pay my tribute to the countless m^ii 
and women who have laid down their lives for the cause of the freedom 
of Bangla Desh Glory to the people of Bangla Desh, glory to the people 
of India, glory to the freedom fighters of the world. Down with 
imperialism and down with the military junta. 
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THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY OF WORKS AND 
HOUSING (SHRI I. K. GUJRAL): It is rather an unusual thing that I am 
getting up but 1 would like to share with this house a nostalgic memory 
that I have perhaps I am none of the very few persons-perhaps there is 
nobody else in this House-that 1 was present in that Muslim League 
Session at Lahore in 1940 when the Pakistan resolution was adopted and 
1 consider myself lucky that I am witnessing here the dissolution of that 
theory which was propounded in Lahore. 



DR. TRIGUNA SEN (West Bengal) : I am perhaps one of the 
happiest men in this world to-day. My heart is so full that I do not find 
any words to express my happiness. I offer my sincere-most 
congratulations to our leader. I knew that members of all the parties were 
pressing the Prime Minister to recognise Bangla Desh from the 
beginning. Also people from outside were putting pressure on her but 
she knows that from the beginning I was requesting her not to recognise 
at that moment because I felt that the youngmen and the peasantry of 
Bangla Desh wanted to fight their own battle to first knew what 
independence is and if we recognised them and confornted them with 
various problems then it would be difficult for them to tackle. I urged 
upon her that I have seen the boys and how they were fighting. I have 
seen the peasantry how they were training their boys and youngsters to 
fight for their freedom. I can tell hundreds of stories about their 
gallantry, their enthusiasm etc. So I requested the Prime Minister not to 
recognise them but to help them to win their own freedom. I said : The 
time will come when you will be surprised when you will see that they 
are capable of maintaining their won freedom and only then you should 
recognise them. I had my full faith in the leadership of the Prime 
Minister. The way she had dealt with the problem shows that she is the 
highest statesmen living to-day. It is very easy to be a politician. The 
politicians from all the parties were pressing her hard to recognise. It is 
easy to be a politician but difficult to be a statesmen. I have read the 
history and the biographies of many statesmen but I have never seen a 
statesman like the present Prime Minister. I am really very happy to-day. 
I congratulate her for this decision but I must want to remind the 
Members of this House that will have to go a long way to see Bangla 
Desh settled. There are lots of problems inside Bangla Desh now. 
Thousand of people have been killed, lakhs of women have been raped, 
houses have been burnt and so many things have been done inside that it 
will take a long time for them to again rebuild. We have to held them as 
a friendly brother. We have heard from our Prime Minister that want to 
that Government has said that they follow the objectives of democratic 
secularism and so on. It is not only the objectives, it is not only that they 
want that pattern I can say from examples how they practice. I had been 
to a village in the mountains where 1400 of their boys were trained. 
They were just going inside on this night in groups. They had a small 
function and they had invited me because I was instrumental in starting 
that training came. They had boys who recited from Quran. There was 
another who recited from Bhagwad Gita. 

It was in such beautiful Sanskrit that I was surprised. Later on I 
asked him where did you learn Sanskrit and what is our name. He said, 
Nurul Islam I said are you a Muslim and he replied I am a Bengali. He 





protested being called Hindu or Muslim. You will be surprised how the 
villagers behave, the peasantry behave. A villager came with a boy of 14 
years. He said. Sen Sahib, aapk naam suna : You take this boy and give 
him training so that he can go back and kill a Khan. And he himself 
wanted to go away and I asked him, why are you going. He said I am 
going so that one of their bullets will be spent on me and thus I can save 
the life of another Young man. The whole people there are enthused. 
How do they fight Bare-bodied, without any shoes, with only rice to eat 
and with rifle on their shoulders. We have seen many boys coming from 
there with bullet wounds asking for a doctor and asking to be bandaged 
as soon as possible so that they could get back again to fight. That was 
the courage, that was the difficulty through which they passed. I again 
think of those boys with whom I lived, thousands of them, from whom 
we get inspiration. At the same time I can tell you today; there is no 
harm because we have recognised it our jawans, our military officers 
who had the opportunity to mix with them said, "we are inspired by 
them. What our jawans take four years to learn these boy can learn 
within two days. They just handle all sorts of equipment as if it is mere 
play". That is the spirit, nobody can kill that spirit. Today we are talking 
of secularism, democracy and various other things but I must say that the 
thing uppermost in my mind to day is my sincerest congratulation to our 
leader, the Prime Minister. 

STATEMENT BY MINISTRY REGARDING RELEASE OF 
AKALI DEMONSTRATORS 

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTER OF HOME 
AFFAIRS (SHRI K. C. PANT) : Sir, I rise to respond to the sentiments 
expressed by the leader of the Akali Dal, Shri Brar. Government have 
reviewed the cases of Akalis arrested as a result of their agitation over 
the management of Delhi Gurudwaras. The agitation was unfortunate. 
Government had made it clear in unmistakable terms that the Delhi 
Gurudwaras should be managed by the Delhi Sikhs themselves and the 
present temporary arrangements would be replaced as soon as possible. 
The necessary legislation is being drafted with the intention of 
introducing it in the current session of Parliament. In the meanwhile the 
situation has changed. Pakistan has committed aggression against India. 
A state of emergency has been declared. At this juncture the country 
expects all political parties to devote themselves single mindedly to the 
defence of the country. Like all other parties the Akalis also have a right 
to play their due rule in this hour of crisis and it is Government's desire 
that they should not be denied this honour and privilege. It is in this 
spirit that Government have decided to release immediately all the 
Akalis arrested as a result of their agitation. 
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STATEMENT BY PRIME MINISTER RE: RECOGNITION 
OF BANGLADESH 

SHRI B. D. KHOBRAGADE (Maharashtra) : On this happiest 
occasion I would also like to associate myself with the sentiments and 
feelings expressed by Members of this House and to congratulate the 
Prime Minister, Shrimati Indira Gandhi for her momentous and historic 
decision in according recognition to Bangla Desh. Only the other day I 
had expressed the desire and appealed to the Prime Minister that in view 
of the naked aggression perpetrated by Pakistan against our country 
there should be no further delay in according recognition to Bangla 
Desh, I am happy to note that just after two days the Prime Minister, 
Shrimati Indira Gandhi, has taken this bold decision and accorded 
recognition to Bangla Desh, Sir, this bold and historic decision will 
always continue to be a source of inspiration to the people of different 
countries for waging a relentless struggle for liberation other countries. 
Our country has always fought against imperialism and colonial rule by 
foreign powers and, therefore, as I have said earlier, this bold decision 
will be a source of inspiration to the other countries who are still 
suffering under serfdom and slavery, and will enable them to liberate 
their respective countries from foreign rule. 

On this occasion I would also like to congratulate, and offer my 
warm felicitations to the people of Bangla Desh for their heroic fight and 
struggle for liberating their own country. I would like to pay my humble 
homage to the martyrs of Bangla Desh who have sacrificed their lives for 
libreating their country. Some hon. Members have mentioned that this is 
just the beginning. I agree with them that this is the beginning. I hope it 
will not be too far, I hope it will be a matter of a few days only when 
Bangla Desh will become completely liberated and it will occupy its 
place of honour and importance in the comity of nations very soon. We 
have granted recognition to Bangla Desh. I would appeal to the Prime 
Minister again to take the initiative in this respect and see that such 
recognition is granted to Bangla Desh by other countries also. The other 
day I have clearly extended our wholehearted and unconditional support, 
to whatever action the Prime Minister might take during this conflict. 
Today I would like to reiterate our support to and our solidarity with the 
policies and actions of the hon. Prime Minister and say that we are 
prepared to sacrifice everything for the sake of our country and will be 
solidly behind our Prime Minister. Thank you, Sir. 

SHRI AKBAR ALI KAHN (Andhra Pradesh): Sir, if you permit me 
to speak for one minute, I want to say on thing. I do not want to take 
much time of the House. I know this is not the occasion when I should 
request you to give me time, but I want to refer just to a fact. 





MR. CHAIRMAN: All right. One minute. 

SHRl AKBAR ALI KHAN : Sir, just after partition in a talk I had 
with Maulana Abul Kalam Azad after partition, when I went to him, I 
said I would say this in Hindustani.’*' 
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MR. CHAIRMAN : Leader of the House, do you wish to say 
anything ? 

THE LEADER OF THE HOUSE (SHRIUMASHANKAR DIKSHIT): 
Mr. Chairman, Sir, I want to associate myself with the sentiments 
expressed by every section of the House congratulating the Prime 
Minister upon the great and historical announcement. It is, I would say, 
one of the most historical decisions made by the independent. Republic 
of India. Sir, it is a unique privilege and I regard it is a great day in my 
life as a Member of Parliament and Leader of the House, and I think 
every Member of the House will agree with me that it is a great day all 





of us to be associated and to be a withness in this occasion to this great 
decision. It will have great historical implecations and repercussions in 
future and established Indian's reputation as a country which has stood 
for human rights, fought for them and supported everyone who has come 
to it for rescue and help in times of distress. At this time it is a matter of 
great and deep satisfaction that the entire Opposition—except the 
solitary and unfortunate exception of Mr. Rajnarain who, 1 believe, 
represents no body but himself, except for that Member—the entire 
House has taken one solid, united approach to wards this and expressed 
its solidarity and unity on this occasion. And at this time. Sir, my mind 
goes to the gallant people of Bangla Desh fighting for their freedom, and 
our officers and jawans fighting them to defeat aggression. 

Sir, it is also exceedingly remarkable that the leading Members of 
the Opposition have not only appreciated and welcomed this decision 
and the announcement but they have also appreciated, admired and 
recognised the wisdom of the choice of the time at which this decision 
has been taken. Sir, this day will go down as a red letter day in our 
history. Sir, I have no doubt that our officers and our jawans will make 
glorious history in days to come. But I would request you. Sir, and 
request all the Members of the House to remember that we have to take 
our triumphs, our fight and our victories in a spirit of restraint and 
dignity, though it is time for joy and it is time for congratulations. I think 
Ganga Babu and some other esteemed Members have pointed out this 
we have to remember that the fight is still to go on the fight has to end in 
the upholding of the great traditions and the great principles for which 
we have responded, and in the defence of our country which has been 
attacked by a neighbour so want only and so suddenly. 

Sir, on this occasion I completely associate myself on behalf of the 
Treasury Benches with the unity and solidarity expressed by the 
Opposition and I think it is a matter for congratulation. Thank you. Sir. 

MR. CHAIRMAN : Madame Prime Minister, I also wish to 
congratulate you on this occassion and I want that we should express 
our best wishes as I am doing on your behalf, for independent Bangla* 
Desh. 

The House stands adjourned till 10 o'clock tomorrow. 

The House then adjourned at thirteen minutes past twelve of the 
clock till ten of the clock on Tuesday, the 7th December, 1971. 
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STATEMENT BY MINISTER ON LATEST SITUATION OF 
FIGHTING ON EASTERN AND WESTERN SECTORS 

THE MINISTER OF DEFENCE (SHRI JAGJIVAN RAM) : Sir, the 
hon. Members will recall the statement I made in this House in the 
afternoon on December 4th. I had then said that the Pakistani objective 
of inflicting substantial damage on us through a pre-medicated pre¬ 
emptive attack has been frustrated. The Pakistani forces have been 
making repeated and determined efforts to inflict damage on us and 
probe for possible weak spots in our defences. We have been 
endeavouring to blunt Pakistani’s aggressive military machine. 

The Pakistani Air Force has been visiting our airfields, but the 
damage they have been able to inflict has been negligible. We have been 
able to repair the damage inflicted and our airfields continue to be 
operational. There has been a gradual decline in the sorties mounted by 
the Pakistani Air Force. This may be the result of the damage inflicted 
by our Air Force on their air installations. So far we have destroyed 52 
of Pakistani combat aircraft and 4 more probably damaged. Three 
Pakistani pilots are in our custody. 

Our Air Force has been concentrating for the last two days on air 
defence of our forward positions and providing close support to ground 
operations. We have also successfully attempted to dislocate Pakistani 
lines of communication, supply dumps and oil installations. We have lost 
22 aircraft in all. 

Pakistan's repeated attacks on Poonch have been beaten back with 
heavy losses. There has been intense pressure in the Chamb Sector. We 
have withdrawn our troops to prepared positions on the river Monavar 
Tavi. In the fighting that preceded this planned withdrawal, Pakistanis 
lost 25 tanks and they suffered heavy casualties. We are exercising 
counter pressure in the area Akhnoor and Shakargarh. 

The Pakistan forces have been pushed out of the Dera Baba Nanak 
Enclave. The bridge across the Ravi is in our position. The attempts on 
the part of Pakistan forces to infiltrate behind our lines have been 
frustrated. 

In the Amritsar Sector a few Pakistani border posts are now in our 
occupation. In^the Ferozepur area, the Pakistani forces have been 
ejected from the Sejra Enclave. 







In the Rajasthan Sector, a Pakistani armoured column made a bid for 
the area around Ramgarh. This column was halted at Longanavala and 
has been practically decimated. Twenty tanks were definitely destroyed 
and seven more damaged. In all we have destroyed 96 tanks of Pakistan. 

We have succeeded in effecting entry into Sind from two directions. 
Our troops have advanced around various* points and our leading 
elements are about 10 miles short of Nay a Chor. We have also captured 
Islamgarh. 

In the Eastern Sector, our troops are acting in concert with Mukti 
Bahini Under our pressure, the Pakistani occupying troops are falling 
back. The Jessore airfield was captured by us this morning. All areas 
west of Kaliganj have been cleared of Pak troops. The important 
highway from Meherpur via Ghenela to Goalando Ghat ferry has been 
cut. In Hilli/Dinajpur area our troops are advancing towards the 
Rangpur-Bogra highway. Lalmonirhat, with its airfield, has been 
captured. The area north of Kurigram, Rangpur, Dinajpur is now free of 
occupying forces. 

The hon. Members are aware of the capture of Akhaura two days 
ago. The strategic centres of Moulvi Bazar and Brahmanbaria are now 
surrounded. Feni was vacated by Pak troops yesterday : the forward 
elements of our troops are now racing towards the Chandpur Ferry. 

In Bangladesh, the Pak Air Force has been virtually wiped out: our 
air supremacy in that area is complete. From the sea, installations of 
military value have been pounded around Chittagong, Chalna, Mangla 
and Khulna. All maritime connection between the occupying forces and 
West Pakistan has been served. The hon. Members are aware of the 
daring operation carried out by the Indian Navy on the night of 4th and 
5th December. Two Pakistani worships have been sunk and one is 
believed to have been seriously damaged. Our Naval Force penetrated 
within 15 miles of the Karachi harbour. Their bombardment has inflicted 
severe damage on the harbour installations and oil storage tanks. In the 
Bay of Bengal, the Indian Navy was able to sink one Pak. submarine. 
The Eastern Fleet is now operation off the Pak. occupied coast in 
Bangladesh. 

The three services are working on a highly integrated joint plan of 
operations. The efficiency with which these plans have been executed 
and the mutual support which onearm has provided to the other have 
been gratifying. 

I have another matter to bring to the notice of the House about the 
transport of some U.N. aircraft C-130 from 8 a.m. to 10 a.m. on 





December 6th. This could not be utilized by the U.S. At the request of 
the U.N. Representative in New Delhi, a safe counduct for U.N. aircraft 
was given for December 7th effective from 7 a.m. to 11 a.m. (1ST). 
There have been no operations over the Dacca area since 10 p.m. last 
night. 

It has been reported from Dacca that a U.N. aircraft has been 
damaged over the Dacca airfield. The Air Headquarters have confirmed 
that no Indian aircraft have been operating in that area up to time. The 
UNO have been advised to inverstigate in Dacca in regard to the damage 
reported to have been inflicted on their aircraft. 

I would like on bahalf of the Members to communicate to the Armed 
Forces the appreciation of the House for the valiant way in which they 
are defending the country and defeating the enemy. 
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The Lok Sabha Re-assembled after lunch at four minutes past 
fourteen of the Clock. 

SHRIR. D. BHANDARE in the Chair 

Re : DEVELOPMENT IN EAST BENGAL 

SHRI SAMAR GUHA (Contai): Sir, I want to draw your attention to 
a very urgent matter. It is also a very important matter. Just now we have 
heard the radio news that civil war has started in Bangladesh. After 
landing 60,000 troops from West Pakistan the army has taken position in 
almost all the big cities and in all key positions. 

Yahya Khan declared the Martial Law. His Government have 
promulgated curfew in Dacca and in all other big cities. They have taken 
possession of the Dacca Betar Kendra. They have issued orders to shoot 
at sight all Benagli people there. Not only so. The East Pakistan Rifle is 
in the midst of a grim battle with the Pakistani Army there. 

My report is that hundreds of people are being butchered and killed. 
An order has been issued to shoot at sight anybody in the street. There is 
another report that at the Karachi airport, hundreds and thousands of 
Bengali people have assembled to have passage to East Pakistan. There 
also hundreds of people have been killed. 

I want to draw the attention of the Government that there is an 
apprehension that either Mujibur Rahman and other big leaders will be 
shot or they will be immediately arrested and flown to West Pakistan by 
using Colombo airport. Therefore, my immediate submision to you and 
through you to the Prime Minister, is that the Government of India 
should write to the Government of Ceylon that no passage should be 
given either to the Pakistan Air Force plane or to Pakistani civilian plane 
to carry any military personnel from West Pakistan to East Bengal via 
Ceylon. 

There is also another thing. The Dacca Betar Kendra has been 
forcibly closed. The All-India Radio is the only source of information 
from the people of Bengal. The All-India Radio should broadcast the 
news...(Interruption). Let me finish. This is the first time that the 
Sangram Parishad of Bangladesh has issued an appeal to India and to 
Ceylon to immediately mobilise international opinion in favour of the 





Liberation Movement. I would request the Government to raise this 
matter in the UNO in combination with other Asian countries. 

I would also request the Government to give facilities for the 
movement of the Bengalis who have assembled at the Karachi airport. 

Lastly, I have already given a Call Attention Notice on the subject 
and I have also given notice of a short duration discussion on it. The 
matter is very vital and urgent. I have said many times in this House that 
the Key to the solution of Indo-Pak problems lies in the success of the 
Liberation Movement of Bangladesh. This is a very vital issue; this is a 
very crucial issue. We cannot sit quite. Our Government should take 
serious note of it and do some thing in the matter. 

SHRIS. M. BANERJEE (Kanpur) : Sir, not only the Martial law has 
been promulgated but orders have been issued to shoot people at sight. 
Even the press correspondents who wanted to know something about it 
have been asked by the Army Colonels and Generals not to come out of 
the hotel and that they will be shot at if they come out. This reign of 
terror is going on and this conspiracy has been hatched up by all those 
who are agents of imperialist forces who never wanted Mujibur Rahman 
to thrive in East Pakistan. The victory of the common people in East 
Pakistan who defeated the communal forces and other reactionary forces 
is not to their liking. 

The suggestion is this. Democracy is being murdered in East 
Pakistan by fascists. Let us pledge our support and say that we shall 
defend the right of the people in other countries also. We also believe in 
human rights. 1 would request you and through you the Prime Minister 
to uphold the banner of democracy and to give more support to Mujibur 
Rahman. If Mujibur Rahman is dead, naturally, again, Yahya Khan 
regime, fascist regime, will come into being. We are opposed to this. Let 
the people of Pakistan know that India stands solidly behind Mujibur 
Rahman and that we condemn any action of the Yahya Khan. 

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BASU (Diamond Harbour) : This is a matter 
involving the people who are the same flesh and blood. It was the 
conspiracy of the imperialists that the country was devided. On that 
pretext, we cannot shut our eyes and adopt an ostrich like policy. What is 
happening today in East Pakistan ? Although we have repeatedly tried to 
get a statement from this Government about their attitude and policy in 
regard to that, we have failed in that. Neither the Chair has come forward 
to get this House this information to-day. After all that has been said on 



the radio and by different speakers in the House, will you be so good as 
to direct the Government immediately to make a statement forth with on 
the floor of the House giving fuller details through their own sources of 
information and also what they are going to do with regard to this 
merciless killing of people of Bangladesh ? 

THE MINISTER OF PARLIAMENTARY AFFAIRS, SHIPPING 
AND TRANSPORT (SHRI RAJ BAHADUR): The Government naturally 
share the feelings of anxiety expressed by members opposite at the 
happenings in the Bangladesh. We would collect all possible information 
from our own sources... 

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BASU : You have not so far ? 

SHRI RAJ BAHADUR ; We are collecting and we will collect. 

SHRI JOYTIRMOY BASU : Let us have it. 

SHRI RAJ BAHADUR : And we shall be watchful and a statement 
would be made as and when needed. 

SHRI JYOTIRAMOY BASU: Right now...(Interruptions)... 

SHRI RAJ BAHADUR : At the earliest opportunity. 

SHRI SAMAR GUHA : If you do not make a statement forthwith, our 
solidarity with the Liberation Movement there ...(Interruptions). 

SHRI RAJ BAHADUR : I am not yielding. You have interrupted me 
before I conclude. We shall certainly make a fuller statement at the 
earliest opportunity. 

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BASU : Why not to-day ? 

SHRI RAJ BAHADUR : If it is to-day, then to-day, if it is at this 
movement, then at this momoni...(Interruptions). We should not act in 
excitement or in haste. We have to weigh the situation carefully and 
consciously and then make a statement. 

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BASU: We want our ruling on this. Sir. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: I will convey our wish to the Minister. 

jjt ^ 

I 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Kindly resume your seat Mr. Sambhali. 
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MR. CHAIRMAN : The hon’ble Member may kindly resume his seat 
now. 

SHRI SAMAR GUHA ; I only want to draw your attention to one 
important matter. The matter is very urgent for the reason that Sheikh 
Mujibur Rahman may be shot dead any moment. Only international 
opinion and opinion from the neighbouring countries like India and 
Ceylon can save his life. The matter is very urgent. He may be shot dead 
any moment. I would like to make a submission. Does the Government 
consider the matter urgent and important or not ? 

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BASU : Sir, you are unfair... 

MR. CHAIRMAN : I have always been fair to you. You must be very 
careful in the use of your words. Don't accuse me that I have not been 
fair to you. 

The Minister of Parliamentary Affairs has already taken notice of it 
and he will convey the matter to the Minister for Foreign Affairs and the 
necessary statement will be made in this House either to-day or 
tomorrow. 

SHRI SAMAR GUHA ; This is a vital matter for Prime Minister also, 
not only to the External Affairs Minister. 

MR. CHAIRMAN ; Kindly resume you seat. 

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BASU : Sir, it is in your hands to direct the 
Government to make a statement today. If they are not in possession of 
the facts, they are not fit to sit on the Treasury Banches. 

SHRI RAJ BAHADUR : Even for making a statement, it requires to 
go before the Cabinet, then the Cabinet meets, considers all the facts and 
then only a statement can be made. 

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BASU: But the House will rise tomorrow. 

SHRI SAMAR GUHA : Only remember that the life of Sheikh 
Mujibur Rahman is in the hands of the people of India and Ceylon. 



SHRI RAJ BAHADUR : We are second to none in regard to our 
anxiety about this situation ...{Interruption)** 

MR. CHAIRMAN : Nothing will go on record. Nothing that is being 
said now will go on record. (Interruption)** 

The Minister has already taken note of what has been stated. He has 
told you categorically. 

SHRI RAJ BAHADUR : This is a sensitive issue in a sentitive region 
and for the sake of freedom and democracy, we would have to proceed 
with due care and caution. We will certainly make a statement, after 
going into all these things. 
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STATEMENT RE: RECENT DEVELOPMENT IN EAST 

BENGAL 

MR. SPEAKER: Shri Swaran Singh. 

SHRl S. M. BANERJEE (Kanpur): I wish to rise on a point of order. 

MR. SPEAKER: Point of order on what ? 

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE : You are aware that under the rules the 
Minister has every right to make a statement suo motu on any important 
matter which he thinks fit. My point of order is this, that Calling 
Attention Notices were tabled by us... 

SHRI SAMAR GUHA (Contai) : In the morning there was a meeting 
of the Opposition Leaders, and we all agreed that a statement should be 
made. 

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE : It is an important matter, it is a delicate 
mattter, I know it. But a discussion should be allowed otherwise it 
becomes a one-way traffic. Government makes a statement and we 
simply hear it. So, I would request you either to keep the Calling 
Attention Notices pending—we have not been informed of their 
disposal—or the Opposition Member who have tabled the Calling 
Attention Notices should be allowed to say something on this. 

SHRI SAMAR GUHA : I want to make this submission. The Prime 
Minister, I should say, showed wisdom in inviting the leaders of the 
opposition parties and we had an hour's discussion in the morning. We 
all agreed that the statement should be made by the Minister of External 
Affairs. Even the leader of his party was there. This is a solemn 
occasion; it is an occasion for expression of our firm determination, 
support and sympathy to the people who are suffering and it is in that 
light that we should accept this statement. 

MR. SPEAKER : According to the procedures laid down, all of you 
are aware that when a Minister makes a statement it cannot be followed 
by questions. 

SHRI PILOO MODY (Godhra): ...But by a discussion. 





MR. SPEAKER : You are going to have a general discussion on the 
President's Address. Ample opportunities are available. 

SHRIS. M. BANERJEE: There is a blood bath going on; massacre is 
going on. 

MR. SPEAKER: I do not know how far it will be advisable. 

THE PRIME MINISTER, MINISTER OF ATOMIC ENERGY, 
MINISTER OF HOME AFFAIRS, MINISTER OF PLANNING AND 
MINISTER OF INFORMATION AND BROADCASTING (SHRIMATI 
INDIRA GANDHI) : May I say that since this is a matter on which the 
whole House feels strongly, we might make an exception and allow the 
Members to express their opinion. 

MR. SPEAKER : I quite appreciate the suggestion made by the 
Prime Minister; I am prepared to make an exception. I hope you will not 
repeat it. This is an exceptional exception. 

THE MINISTER OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS (SHRI SWARAN 
SINGH): The Government of India cannot but be gravely concerned at 
the events taking place so close to our borders. We can, therefore, 
understand the deep emotions which have been aroused in this House 
and in the entire country. 

Honourable Members are, I am sure fully aware of political 
developments in Pakistan since November 28, 1969 when the President 
of Pakistan announced his plan for evolving a democratic Constitution 
and for the transfer of power to the elected representatives of the people. 

The Government and people of India have always entertained the 
friendliest of feelings for the people of Pakistan. We had, therefore, 
hoped that a democratic evolution in Pakistan would follow is natural 
course and that the elected representatives would evolve a Constitution 
reflecting the urges of the vast majority of the people expressed through 
the elections held in December last year. 

However, events have taken a different and tragic turn. Instead of 
peaceful evolutions there is now a bloody conflict. 

According to reports received, the Pakistan Army started taking 
action on the midnight of 25th and 26th March against units of the East 
Pakistan Rifles, the provincial police and the people. The reports are that 
casualties have been heavy. On the morning of March 26&, the Radio 
Station at Dacca was seized by the Army. Thereafter the Radio Station 
made an announcement of 15 new Marshal Law Regulations banning, 
among other things, all political activities, processions, meeting, 
speeches and slogans. Complete censorship of all news. Radio and 
Television programme was imposed. 



More than two regular Divisions of the Pakistan Army are deployed 
in suppressing the people of East Pakistan. Our hearts go out in 
sympathy to the people who are undergoing great suffering. 

We naturally wish and hope that even at this late stage it would be 
possible to resume democratic processes leading to the fulfilment of the 
asperations of the vast majority of the people there. We cannot but take 
note of the fact that such a large segment of humanity is involved in a 
conflict and that many people are suffering in the process. 

Recently when natural disaster overtook East Pakistan, the 
Government and the people of India along with other members of the 
international community responded to bring relief to the sufferings of the 
people there. 

We are prepared to make our contributing once again, in concert 
with the member of the International Community or international 
humanitarian organisations, concerned with bringing relief to innocent 
victims of conflict. 

SHRl A. K. GOPALAN (Palghat): What is happening in Bangladesh, 
East Pakistan, is not a civil war in the real sense of a civil war. It is a war 
between military dectatorship on the one side and the democratic wishes 
and aspirations of the people of Bangladesh on the other. In the election, 
the people of Bangladesh voted for the Awami League and its leader, 
Sheikh Mujibur Rahman, and they fought the election on the basis of full 
autonomy, leaving one or two subjects—foreign affairs and defence—in 
charge of the Centre. Instead of accepting the result of the election and 
the wishes of the people, what Mr. Yahya Khan did was to suppress even 
the civil liberties of the people, and from the statement we understand 
that even the standing of slogans is banned, and hundreds of people are 
shot dead. 

They have also said that Sheikh Mujibur Rahamn has declared die 
independence of Bangladesh and called the people to fight the 
occupation forces from West Pakistan. 

There is another problem also which may face our country. That is, 
people may come from Bangladesh—Last Pakistan—and whether they 
are Hindu or Muslims, to give shelter to them is also a problem that will 
face us and 1 hope an organisation has to be formed to see that all help is 
given to them. 

We condemn the brutal onslaught and military massacre on the part 
of West Pakistan's military forces and wholeheartedly support this 
struggle of the people of Bangladesh and call upon the people of India 
and the Indian Government to extend all support that should be rendered 
to the people of Bangladesh. 



Sheikh Mujibur Rahman has sought the help of Asia-African 
countries, in their struggle for independence, and if this continues, in 
course of time, we will have even to think whether we will have to 
support the independence of Bangladesh and try to see that whatever 
help is possible is given. 

SHRI H. N. MUKHERJEE (Calcutta-North East) : Mr. Speaker, Sir, 
this is, as you said, an exceptional occasion when you will perhaps 
permit the expression of the emotion of our people in regard to 
something which has happened which goes against the grain of all 
human decency. 

Bangladesh, to which so many of us here in this House also belong, 
is bleeding in a thousand wounds because the people of East Bengal 
have risen in a kind of revolution almost without precedent in history 
and are now being sought to be punished by those who do not know 
anything but the law of the jungle. 

Sir, in East Bengal, what had happened was of a great deal more 
significance than what the Government's statement seems to make out. 
In spite of the natural inhibition which must be in whatever Government 
is functioning in this country, I cannot understand why the wording of 
the statement is so lifeless and how even the evaluation of what has 
happened in East Bengal was so much against the true state of facts. 
What happened in East Bengal is something almost unprecedented in 
history. It was a revolution by consent. It was as a result of the ballot that 
a preponderant, overwhelming section of the population, in a measure 
which has never taken place in the history of elections, expressed 
themselves in favour of the autonomous rights of that province. There 
took place spectacles which at least a country which sweats by the name 
of Gandhi should salute in the manner that is called for at the present 
moment of time. 

You know how when the hartal took place in Dacca and the rest of 
East Bengal from the Chief Justice down to the Governor's cook, 
everyday stopped work. The person who was appointed Military 
Administrator or in some such comparable position was not given his 
oath of office, because the Chief Justice refused. We have never seen in 
history an example of a united people functioning in this manner, 
determined to go ahead in a peaceful and truly democratic spirit in order 
to bring about a change in their condition, the condition which they say 
is one of servitude to West Pakistan. 

1 am not entering into the merits of the matter, but we should all 
listen to the cri de coeur the cry from the heart which comes from East 
Bengal, the cry of agony. It is not the sort of agony which is weak and 



humiliating. Sheikh Mujibur Rahman said» Bengalis know how to die 
like human beings. And, that is why they are fighting back. 70,000 
troops are now engaged in the task of crushing the resistance of the 
people of East Bengal. In this posture of things, when in E^t Bengal a 
new precedent has taken place in the history of constitutional progress— 
You and the Deputy Speaker were talking about new parliamentary 
perspectives—I hope you and I learn a lesson from East Bengal, where a 
revolution by consent is sought to be brought about and that revolution 
by consent is thwarted by interests who are now at the back and call of 
people whom we know very well. This sort of things is happening. They 
want to make our country another battling ground for interests which 
want to fish in troubled waters. Here is East Bengal which wants 
autonomy. Here is East Bengal which wants an end to the oppression 
which has been exercised on it by certain interests in West Pakistan. 
Here is East Bengal which wanted autonomy for itself. It is being 
crushed. 70 million people are being sought to be crushed and we are 
here only talking about the embarrassment which might take place on 
account of something happening in a neighbouring country. There is not 
a word in the Government statement of genuine feeling a regard to 
people who are our own people. I speak the some language as the 
language which is spoken in East Bengal, not me alone, but so many of 
us here. And, we are ashamed that the Government of this country 
makes a statement which makes no reference to the blood relationship 
which exists between our two countries. At this rate, this Government 
would go ahead in such a manner that in the north-eastern parts of our 
country. I include in it the area where Dr. Swell is resident—things 
might happen which might create a different sort of history than what is 
being looked forward to by certain people on the other side. 

I wish, therefore. Government takes a more understanding view of 
the situation. I wish Government says, this kind of genocide against 70 
million people will not be permitted. I wish Government to announce 
here that they would go to the United Nations or whatever other forum 
their Constitution might provide. Let them tell us that they are going to 
those forums in order to put up the case of the people of East Bengal and 
we shall do so because they and we are one. We are one people. Mujibur 
Rahman has said so many grand things about the normalisation of 
relations and restoration of friendship between India and Pakistan. He 
did not want the demoralisation of Pakistan; he wanted only the arade 
and other friendly relations between our two countries should be 
resumed. The blackgaurds in that part of the country, the perfidious 
people no conduct negotiations in Dacca and then from the safety of 
Karachi declare martial law those perfidious people are now going to do 
something which, as I said earlier goes against the grain of all human 
decency. 



I was not prepared that so soon after the election, which has given 
them so much of exuberance and exhilaration, they would forget even to 
express in a kind of human manner, in a kind of reasonable democratic 
manner, the sympathy of this country for the people of East Bengal. I am 
very disappointed with the statement. I have no hesitation in saying I am 
very disappointed with the statement. If what Shri Swaran Singh has said 
is the last word on this subject this Government is making a terrible 
mistake. I hope the Prime Minister chooses—I do not know her 
choosing—I hope she chooses at the end of whatever discussion we 
have had so far, to say something supplement the statement of Sardar 
Swaran Singh, and say something more concrete, say something about 
what India is doing or not doing in the international forum about the 
genocide and the bloody blackguardery which has been practised by the 
ruling junta in order to demolish democracy and everything that is 
human and decent in our country and in our sub-continent. 

SHRI CHINTAMANI PANIGRAHI (Bhubaneswar) : Sir, this is the 
most serious moment in the history of India and Pakistan and in fact the 
whole of South Eastern region. From what has been reported in the 
newspapers and from the statement of the Foreign Minister we know the 
immense suffering of the people of Bangladesh and we have to express 
the deep anguish in our hearts, in the heart of our Prime Minister, our 
Government, all parties here and the whole people of this country. I 
think the Prime Minister should give a little expression to her anguish 
when she makes a statement to supplement what the Foreign Minister 
has stated so that the brave fighters of Bangladesh, who are fighting 
against colonial domination, who are waging one of the biggest battles in 
Asia's history for upholding human rights and liberty would find a little 
soace from the anguished heart of our Prime Minster. 

I would like to know from the Minister of External Affiars whether 
there has been any appeal from Mujibur Rahman and the brave fighters 
of Bangladesh for any help from Asian countries, whether any such call 
has count to our government and whether their emissaries have reached 
our government. Secondly, is it not a fact that the Mujibur Rahman is 
exercising a moderating influence in Bangladesh and if he is not helped 
in some way the extermist elements will tke over which would not be in 
the interests of India. I hope the hon. Minister will give a little 
clarification. Thirdly, will the Government see that no further arms go by 
Indian Ocean and the Indian Navy will take charge of it as our 
government have done in the case of over-flights of arms and 
ammunitions to Bangladesh. Government should make their position 
clear on this. The people of India would like to know whether in this 
moment of crisis the brave fighters of Bangladesh have sought any 



assistance and whether this government is going to help them, at least by 
expressing our sympathy, so that they could carry on this unequal fight 
against the dictatorship of West Pakistan. 

DR. V.K.R. VARADARAJA RAO (Bellary); Sir, as a member of the 
ruling party, I rise to express my sense of great grief at the suppression 
of democracy which is going on in East Bengal today. Almost for the 
first time in Indian history, or the history of this sub-continent, a non¬ 
violent movement has succeeded beyond all expectations. I would even 
go to the length of saying it has succeeded beyond what it has in our 
own beloved country of India. The leader of that non-violent movement 
was carrying on peaceful negotiations; he was not demanding 
independence; he was demanding autonomy and the redress of long¬ 
standing grievances. That such a demand should have been met by the 
use of brutal force against an unarmed and wholly non-violent people is 
unimaginable. I do not thingk history has ever seen the Chief Justice of a 
part of a State refusing to administer the oath of allegiance to the martial 
law administrator. I do not think any radio station, of its own accord, had 
ever been taken charge of non-violently by the leaders of the people as in 
East Bengal. Such things did not happen in our own country during the 
height of the Gandhian movement. That such a wholly non-violent 
movement for the establishment of democratic rights of the people of 
East Bengal should have been suppressed by tanks and armed forces 
brought in within a period of seven days when negotiations were 
supposed to be going on is something which cannot be imagined. 

12.00 hrs. 

Whether it is our neighbour or not is not the point. East Bengal is a 
part of the world and we have proclaimed, as the President was himself 
pleased to say, that India's voice shall be laised wherever there is 
injustice, wherever there is oppression. I think, there can be no more 
outstanding example of injustice and oppression and the use of violence 
than what we have seen taking place in East Bengal. 

I would like to remind the hon'ble leader of my party that in 1947, 
when we had not been formed a Government of this country and when 
her distinguished father was the leader of the so-called interim 
Government of India, he called an Asian People's Conference. I 
happened to be at that time. One of the 48 Members of the Indian 
delegation. That Asian People's Conference was called in order that the 
voice of India might be raised on behalf of those people of the world 
fighting against opperssion and tyranny. There can be no better of such a 
fight against oppression and tyranny than what is taking place across our 
frontiers of West Bengal. 1 know the letter of my party and the Prime 



Minister of India has got at least as much courage, if not more, as that of 
her father. 

I must say, in this connection, that I am very much disappointed at 
the statement of my hon'ble ex-colleague, the Minister of External 
Affairs, in attempting to club India's offer of relief for cyclone victims 
with the relief for the people who are suffering in East Bengal from the 
armed attacks of tanks, etc. To give relief to whom ? To the dead people 
in East Pakistan ? I do not know, I would like to request the hon’ble 
leader of my party to take a leaf from her father's book and to convene as 
Asian People's Conference in order that the last vestiges of colonialism 
might be removed from the Asian continent and the people be permitted 
to live free and self-respecting lives and also be free to frame their future 
according to their own democratic rights. 

SHRI KRISHNA MENON (Trivandrum) : Mr. Speaker, Sir, what we 
say in this House has a much vaster audience than I see in the House and 
the whole of the country. There should be no doubt in the minds of the 
people that we recognise what has happened in East Pakistan is a 
national revolution a national movement against colonial regime which 
has been going or for some years. 

I do not want to take the little time that you will allow me in 
description. I want to submit to the Government that we should make it 
very clear that we shall exercise our utmost obligation to provide the 
night of asylum to the oppressed people of East Bengal, whether you call 
them refugees or whatever it is. We should not be merely content with 
the denial of our air space arising from the skyjacking and the normal 
reprisal that follow. I hope, the Government will take immediate steps to 
invoke the Geneva Convention. This country will be responsible, in a 
large measure, in formulating a convention in view of things happening 
there. 

So long as our diplomatic representatives remain in Islamabad, we 
should obtain correct information on which we will be able to argue the 
case in the United Nations. 

It will be a great mistake at this time to be cynical and say, 'We can 
do nothing in the United Nations and Parliaments.' We have to use every 
forum of the world. When certainly a large volume of public opinion in 
this country is exercised about the repression and oppression that goes 
on in Mozambique and Angola or in other parts of Africa, when most of 
us are supporting the struggle of the Vietnamese people against 
imperialism or of the Arab people against another kind of imperialism, 
how can we remain unconcerned about the people who are next door to 
us ? 1 am not for a moment suggestion that we should in any way violate 



international laws so long as they exist and we should not promote this 
revolution. We should not follow the bad example of Pakistan and do 
what they are doing in Kashmir. This is a spontaneous movement on the 
part of the people sanctified by the result of the elections permitted by 
the ruling party itself. Therefore, while it is a revolution by consent in 
the classical sense, it is a revolution which has been sanctified by the 
vote of the people and there can be no two ways about this. And I do 
hope that the Prime Minister will find her way to enable organizations 
like the Indian Red Cross to move out, and if the authorities concerned 
refuse, then other steps should be taken. 

Afro-Asian opinion which is exercised by colonial rule persisted in 
promoting the movements inside international spheres to draw attention 
to the situation where it not the opportunity to govern, it is not the disere 
for reform like separation of executive forms Judiciary it is revolution of 
the people, a revolution demanding independence. I hope the time will 
not be far off when this Government will recognise the new Government 
set up by the people and not make the mistake as in regard to North 
Vietnam and East Germany, (Interruptions) because delay in these 
matters makes it difficult. When a government is established, reasonable 
established, commands habitual obedience of the people and is able to 
perform its obligations, even under the American law, it ought to be 
recognized immediately. So, if an application or a request is made by the 
new Government of East Bengal—I so now call it Bangladesh because 
there is another Bengal—whatever it is called, we should not tinker 
about it and take the risk of recognizing that Government. 

Finally, i want to say, Mr. Speaker, that we should do everything in 
our power to prevent imperialist intervention in these troubled waters. 
The British Government which quit from this part of the world, first 
from India and afterwards from Ceylon is providing a base for 
observation if the news is correct. Other Great power of the world and 
doing the same. Imperialism has got a habit of fishing in troubled waters 
and our timely intervention and protest goes a long way because 
intervention so close to our borders spell nothing but disaster. 

I thank you, Mr. Speaker, for giving me an opportunity to say a few 
words. 

SHRl SAMAR GUHA ; Sir, to-day I am one of the happiest men in 
this sub-continent because I had the privilege to work with Mujibur 
Rahman for five years in East Bengal and 1 was dubbed a mad man for, 
as far back as 1952,1 wrote a book in which 1 said that independent East 
Bengal is bound to come due to the internal contradictions of the two 
wings of Pakistan. Thereafter, I wrote several articles and books and 
every time I was dubbed as nothing but a mad man. But, Sir, the dream 



of a mad man to-day is being fulfilled and that is why I feel very much 
happy to-day. 

The declaration of independence by Bangladesh is the greatest event 
after Partition of the Indian sub-continent. Perhaps it will give us a 
momentous occasion, a historic opportunity to undo the misery—I don’t 
mean Partition, but, undo the misery of the Partition. Sir, it is an example 
of a total revolution by the total people of Bangladesh against the 
colonial rule of West Paldstan over 75 million of that country. 

Mujibur Rahman has shown of the wonderful revolutionary 
leaderships the world has ever witnessed. We all know when Mr. 
Bhashani was the leader of the National Awami League he was creating 
all kinds of troubles with the help of the Chinese. But now all the 
parties; the National Awami League, the Convention Muslim League, 
the National League of Pakistan, the Council Muslim League and the 
Jamiat-ul-Ulema, all the parties and organisations are completely unified 
under the leadership of Mujibur Rahman. 

It is a matter of great gratification that now the total civil 
administration of East Bengal is under the total control of the Awami 
League and their Sangram Parishad. Only in the cantonment areas and in 
some other urban areas the 80,000 people of the army of Pakistan have 
same linuted control. May be, with the help of the tanks, with the help of 
places and machine guns they may cause butchery, they may cause 
massacre of thousand of those revolutionaries in East Bengal. But 
ultimately they will have to bow down and surrender to them. Because, 
these 80,000 people of the army will be squeezed by 7.5 crores the 
people. 

Those who have any elementary idea of the geographical situation of 
Bangladesh know this. There are many rivers there. It is impossible even 
for logistic reasons to suppress the total revolution of the total 
population there. 

I would remind the Prime Minister that such movements in the life 
of a nation, in the history of a nation, do not come always. It is a 
decisive time. It is time for decisive action by the leader of the Indian 
Government. I said on many occasions that real solution of Indo- 
Pakistan problems does not lie in Kashmir but in revolutionary 
movement in East Bengal and in its concept of 'Swadhin Bangla'. If the 
revolutionary movement in East Bengal succeeds, which it is bound to, 
then there will be revolutionary change and political correlation in the 
entire sub-continent, and in the entire relations between India and 
Pakistan also. 

I do saythat immediately the Government should give recognition to 
the independence Republic of Bangladesh. We have to see what are the 



conditions that a nation and a people must fulfil to exercise their 
complete sovereignty and to proclaim their sovereignty. It is to be seen 
that the Awami League secured 162 Membership, more that the total 
majority of the membership that represents the Pakistan National 
Assembly. 

Therefore, if the internationally accepted democratic principles have 
any meaning, those people of Bangladesh have every right to declare and 
proclaim themselves as an independent and sovereign State. 

They are in physical control of the land of Bangladesh completely. 
They are in physical eontrol of civil administration having total loylty of 
the total population there. They have their own government and own 
flag. All the conditions fulfilling sovereignty are all present there. 
ITierefore, they have every right in the real democratic sense to declare 
themselves an independent country and India has also a right, according 
to the International principles to accept and accord recognition to that 
Independent State of Bangladesh. 

This is a delicate matter. I don't say India should jump on East 
Bengal with her military. Short of military intervention, short of going 
against international code and diplomatic relations, India should go all 
out to give all possible help to the people of East Bengal and the 
revolutionaries there. 

I would suggest a few things. India should immediately mobilise 
world opinion. I would remind the Prime Minister about this. This is the 
first time the leaders of Bangladesh have requested India, Ceylon and 
other Asiatic and world countries to extend to them all kind of help. 
They have declared it openly. Therefore this is not something against the 
will of the people of Bangladesh. The sovereignty of the Independent 
Govt, of Bangladesh has got to be recognised. 

I would also request the hon. Prime Minister to take the matter of the 
genocide of the civilian people and the massacre of thousands of 
innocent freedom-lovers of East Bengal to the UN Human Rights 
Commission immediately and without any further delay. 

I would also request the hon. Prime Minister to request the 
Government of Ceylon as also the Government of Britain not to allow 
the Colombo port and the Maidive islands to ferry arms and ammunition 
and the Military personnel of West Pakistan into East Pakistan. 1 would 
request Government to invite the attention of the other Government to 
the fact that the Pakistan Navy may not be allowed to operate in the Bay 
of Bengal and in the Indian Ocean to carry the murderers, the killers and 
the butchers from West Pakistan to East Bengal. 



I would also make one other request, I know that thousands of 
Bengalies of Bangladesh are terrorise^ and those terrorised Bengalies 
have taken shelter near the Karachi Airport. They do not know what will 
happen to them. They are also being butchered. Therefore, I would 
request Government to permit them a safe passage through India over¬ 
route either by train or otherwise and by giving them all sorts of 
facilities for going back to their homeland. 

In conclusion, I would say that this is a momentous occasion. Let us 
not fail in this historic moment. Let the Prime Minister act as a 
courageous daughter of Mother India, raise the banner of defending 
revolution in Bangladesh and act up to the dawn of a future India. 

My salute to Bangladesh ! Jai Bangla ! Jai Hind ! Mujibur Rahman 
Zindabad, Netaji Zindabad ! Netaji is the inspiration of Mujibur 
Rahman. I personally know that. 

SHRl A. K. SEN (Calcutta North West) : This is not merely a grave 
moment but a very proud moment, and we are all happy to see, though 
very very anguished, that an entire nation has risen in revolution, and 
merely revolt against the oppressors who have been exploiting them for 
years and decades. Many of the areas which are now crimson red with 
human blood are known to us personally. There were scenes in them in 
our struggle for freedom, where thousands of martyrs had shed their 
blood under the British bullets. Happily again, those are the scenes again 
where the bullets of West Pakistan have come to now down millions of 
innocent people who only want to live like decent citizens and want to 
cherish the great rights to which they are entitled. What have they done ? 
They have merely voted their leader to power. They have voluntarily 
given all the authority to that leader. He did not wrest authority by 
military force like Ayub Khan or Yahya Khan. People gave all authority 
to him voluntarily, and the consent of the people was writ large every 
where. When these great leaders of the military were there in East 
Pakistan, they saw with their own eyes the flag of Bangladesh flying 
aloft every house and every building except the Government House and 
the military headquarters, and as a punishment, the military have 
unleaghed the engines of war on an entirely innocent people whose 
number about 70 million. Millions of women have come out into the 
streets, and we are all proud of them. They are the flesh of our flesh and 
the blood of our blood. They are people who still speak one of our 
languages. The songs that they have been singing on the radio have 
inspired our people for ages. And there are the people to lay who are 
going butchered by these brigards brought across the seas and armed 
with foreign arms for the purpose of killing these innocent individuals, 
men, women and children. 



I recall those days when our Prime Minister's great father called the 
conscience of the world to unite against the Dutch who forried across the 
sea their soldiers to suppress the freedom moment in Indonesia. That 
moment has again arrived. I would appeal to our Prime Minister to take 
the same leadership. 

But this is not the voice of Bangladesh alone. This is not the voice of 
West Bengal alone. It is not our individual voices, but the voice of Asia, 
the voice of the colonial world which is speaking out to the whole 
humanity for succour and help in their hour of distress and in their hour 
of enslavement. 

Therefore the Prime Minister will be giving that leadership, which 
she has given to the country, to the whole of Asia if she takes courage in 
her hands and calls for a total human endeavour against this oppression 
and this conspiracy to enslave an entire people. 

This is not a moment for India alone it is moment for the entire free 
world, and if we rise, then we shall always be remembered as a people 
who merely not shouted our help to the oppressed but have actually 
shown how that sentiment can be translated into action. Therefore, the 
time for action has come, not merely extending our sympathy to those 
related millions across our borders. They are closely related to us, they 
are friendly to us, they need our help, and if we deny that help to them 
today, we will not be forgotten by these free people in the future. 

Let us organise ourselves and give all the help we can unofficially. 
Let Government as on institution rise up and stop all flow of arms into 
East Pakistan, blockade, if necessary, those ports and seize those ships 
which carry lethal weapons for the purpose of butchering an innocent 
people. That is a duty we owe by reason of our allegiance to the Charter 
of the UN, by virtue of our protestation in the past and by our being a 
signatory to the Genocide Convention. That enjoins on us to put a stop to 
genocide in any part of the world, particularly when it is practised on a 
people who are so near and dear to us. 

The words of the External Affairs Minister, though very 
encouraging, though full of sympathy, have frankly disappointed many 
of us. I share the sentiments of Prof. Mukerjee when he said that a much 
stronger language is needed, a much more decesive voice was expected 
to meet a situation which is unparalleled in the history of the world. 

I remember when the French Revolution started and the shouts of the 
pans n|obs reached Varsailles the king asked : 'Are the people in revolt ?' 
His Minister said, 'No, Sir, it is a revolution !' Prof. Mukherjee will 
remember that. 

Therefore, this is not merely a groan and anguish of a people who 
have been exploited for years, this is the voice of revolution of an entire 



people which cries out for not merely succour and sympathetic words 
but positive action so that the conscience of the world awokes and 
frowns upon and destroys those very people who, armed with foreign 
arms have descanded themselves upon innocent people to butcher them. 

SHRI K. MANOHARAN (Madras North) : The statement of the 
Minister of External Affairs is not only not convincing but, I am sorry to 
say, terribly disappointing. The concern and feeling of the House have 
already been manifested by so many speakers who have preceded me. 
Shri A. K. Sen who spoke just before me has said that strong language is 
required to be used. So far as I am concerned, what is required is not 
strong language, but strong action to be taken, whether it is visible or 
invisible. 

The ballot which has given status, recognition, position and 
independence to the people of East Bengal has been snatched away and 
killed by the bullets that have been poured ceaselessly by Islamabad. 
What is going on in East Bengal is not just a fight between some people 
in Eas. Bengal and the military regime; the entire people of East Bengal 
in a full, complete, total effort are waging a war against certain military 
goondas engineered by the President of Pakistan, Yahya Khan. 

In this context, what action could the Government of India 
contemplate ? This is the question which must receive the attention cf 
the majority of members here. I want to stress one point very clearly. 
Already the Government of India has been accused of instigating the 
people of East Pakistan. By means of an open declaration that we are for 
the people of East Pakistan, I am sure we are spoiling and ruining the 
cause of the people of East Pakistan. But secretely or otherwise what 
action the Government could think of taking, we must leave it to the 
Government of India. Let us not embarrass the Government in that 
particular position. 

So far as political parties in this sub-continent are concerned. I think 
public opinion can be created against the genocide that is being 
unleashed in East Pakistan, for which each political party can contribute 
a lot. All party conventions or all party meetings can be held and through 
them we can moblise public opinion. We can focus the attention of the 
entire sub-continent people, and we can show our moral sympathy with 
the people of East Pakistan. As to whether something more than mere 
moral sympathy can be give, that has to be left to some secret agencies 
or international agencies. 

That does not mean that the Government can keep quiet. It can 
diplomatically move the issue. Government can raise the issue in the 
United Nations in the Human Rights Commission or any other forum 
which is suitable for focussing attention on what is going on in East 
Pakistan. 



We had a meeting in the morning with the Prime Minister. The Prime 
Minister is much concerned about it, and the External Affairs Minister is 
equally worried about it, but in spite of this, the statement has 
disappointed us terribly. So, I request the Government of India to pay 
some more consideration, and convey the sentiments expressed by the 
people and the Members of this entire august body to responsible bodies, 
specially the Asian-African countries and mobilise world opinion. 

While I say this I am not asking the Government to Interfere in the 
internal affairs of any country. Now it has ceased to be an internal afhar 
of Piddstan because lakhs and lakhs of People are being machinegunned 
children have been massacred and ladies are being butchered and 
molested. We can take it up from the angle of human rights, and on that 
basis. I think the Government can do a lot for the people of East 
Pakistan. Let us create goodwill and thereby let us establish your 
contacts with East Pakistan and show ours sympathy to the people of 
East Pakistan. 

SHRI SAMAR GUHA : No Toorse East Pakistan, but Bangladesh. 

SHRI K. MANOHARAN : Mr. Samar Guha has got his association 
with Rahman, and he has every right to say so. I have no objection to 
call it Bangladesh or anything, but as it is today let us call it East 
Pakistan, and let us see that Bangladesh also comes into being to the 
satisfaction of the entire people of the sub-continent. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS rose... 

MR. SPEAKER : Only a few Members sought Permission to ask 
questions or clarifications, but it has developed into a regular debate. 
That is the difficulty when you make an exception, that it develops into a 
debate. 

SHRI P. K. DEO (Kalahandi) : It is an important event, and every 
party should be allowed. 

DR. HARl PRASHAD SHARMA (Alwar) : The response or this 
House has been little more acute, we had been a little more emotionally 
involved then some cold-seas oned diplomats in distant countries. I do 
not think we need a lot of explaining it. Our response has been so acute 
because of the attack on our fundamental values. Some of the basic 
things which we hold in esteem are being attacked. It is not only an 
attack by the Pakistan military junta against the other part of the country 
but the value which we hold basic are also under attack. We have all 
along championed the cause of the freedom of people all over the world. 
We have also chosen one definite path of independence which we hold 
clear and still continue to cheriah. The people of East Pakistan have been 
waging a non-violen disciplined struggle against the oppression by the 



other part of the country and I think the response which this country 
ought to hold to our neighbour should be a little more on the positive 
side. 

There will be other problems coming up very soon. Events will be 
overtaking the if we do not make decisions at the right movement and if 
we postpone things. May commend to the attention of the Government 
the proverb that justice delayed is justice denied; delay will be denying 
justice to the people of East Bengal and to their aspirations. 

There would be another problem which would be coming up very 
soon the question of the recognition of the de facto Government of East 
Bengal. I think the Government should be prepared. We do not want to 
go into the theoritical discussions on recognition and the requirement 
that a nation needs for recognition. It can easily be recognised that the 
four basic norms which are to be fulfilled for recognition are there. The 
people of East Pakistan have a territory; there is a definite population 
there; they have a definite ethnic identity and there is the de facto control 
by the Government, if I may say so of Mujibur Rahman. Because of 
normal restraints on Governments if they feel that they should not say 
too much it is understandable but 1 should point out that if we do not 
take steps at the proper time, we shall be betraying not only the interests 
of our neighbour but we shall also be betraying our own basic, cherished 
precepts. This is not the first instance. When similar developments took 
place in Indonesia, we did take positive action. We did not have to send, 
nor did we in fact send, any armed forces. There is always another line 
of action. There was a conference of the international community which 
was convened in New Delhi. I think the least we can do is to take some 
steps in that direction. I should only suggest that whatever the 
Government does should be done recognising fully the feelings of the 
entire population of this country and should be such that we might not be 
ashamed of in years to come. 

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA (Begusarai) : Mr. Speaker, Sir, I 
have no hesitation in saying that the statement made by the Government 
is pale and anaemic. I would even say that it is lifeless and it is 
particularly amazing that it should be so from a Government which with 
all its talk of massive strength behind it. 

I would also like to preface my remarks by a few words because here 
we have been erred lightly on the side of caution. We have never spoken 
ill of Pakistan. Even today, if we offer any remarks it is only with a view 
to getting it out of the trouble in which it has deliberately landed itself. 
But at the same time, we cannot behave like the French noblemen who, 
when he was informed that a revolution had broken out, said that he had 
decided to ignore it. We cannot shut our eyes, as it has been very 



emphatically pointed out by other Hon'ble Members to the genocide 
going on onr borders to the ruthless suppression of human liberties and 
democratic urges and aspirations of the people who were till the other 
day our kith and kin, the very members of our families. 

We cannot also shut our eyes to the clear attempts do undo the 
democratic elections which had been held recently in that area and 
particulary to the serious developments into to which may have many 
dimensions on our borders. I do hope that the Government would be 
keeping a watchful eye not only on our eastern borders but also on our 
western borders, because it is not a moment only to think about certain 
developments that are taking place in a particular area but they have a 
tendency to proliferate and to spread in some other areas in other 
ramification. 

I would also like to hope that the Government would take steps that 
the outside powers like the CENTO or the SEATO do not intervene in 
this matter in any way and create an excuse for being on the 
neighbouring soil to the menace of all of us. That is another thing which 
the Government will have to keep in mind. 

Now, ever we might say either on this side of the house or on the 
other side of the house must be in such a way that they are not construed 
to be in anyway pronoun cement of a nature which might help the 
enemies of some of the healthy trends that are under way in Pakistan 
before the people because we are always painted as a perpetual enemy of 
Pakistan. And if such things are said here which might be construed both 
to their advantage, that is the advantage of the enemies of those healthy 
trends, then we would not be able to do a distinct service to those 
democratic urges and aspirations which are unfolding themselves in 
Pakistan. 

Lastly, my party would feels satisfied even thought the statement 
made by the Government is not satisfactory in any manner and we will 
satisfied if we have an talking of the fact that the Government has a real 
understanding of the situation in Bangladesh and it is in close touch with 
the fast developing situation there, because with their real understanding 
and very real alertness one the part of the Government we hope 
everything else would follow. We would not ask the Government to say 
more on this occasion. 

Finally, we also cannot relent in our duty to project the fact before 
the international community that there is now a total ruthless suppression 
of human liberties and the appropriate manner in which it can be 
projected before them must be taken recourse to as soon as possible. The 
Government, I have no doubt, will not despair of the diplomatic moves 
that may be set in motion on this account, so that the situation there is 



brought under control and the democratic rights and aspirations of the 
people are brought to a consummation, as they were trying to do, 
through the results of the election, without much loss of human life. Let 
me convey on behalf of my party—now I find there is total solidarity in 
this House, not only this House but in the country outside too—that the 
people are suffering there for having waged a courageous, self-reliant 
and powerful movement for the expression of the sovereingty of the 
people. The movement seems to be so powerful and self-reliant that the 
Government of Pakistan can never have the excuse of saying that it is 
being backed by outside powers. Rather I am afraid the Government of 
Pakistan may arm itself with the support of the outside power to 
suppress them. The movement is bound to be self-propelling and self- 
relients and ultimately it is my hope that the movement will succeed 
because of the moral strength that has been built in the people. 

SHRl S. A. SHAMIM (Srinagar) : Mr. Speaker, my heart bleeds for 
my brethren in East Pakistan and I share the agony and anxiety of this 
House with regard to the happenings in East Pakistan. But I must says 
that I am not carried away by emotion. In this great hour of crisis facing 
the millions of people in East Pakistan, we must not loose our head; we 
must not be carried away by emotion. Every word uttered in the House 
should help to promote the freedom struggle of East Pakistanis, rather 
than give a handle to men like Zulfiquar Ali Bhutto that destroyer of our 
Fokker-Friendship that destroyer of Indo-Pak relationship and that 
destroyer of Pakistan ultimately, to label Mujibur Rahman as an Indian 
agent, was a witness to the revolution in Pakistan in 1969 when only one 
charge was levelled against Mujibur Rahman in the Agartala conspiracy 
case that he is a spy, an agent of India. Our remarks here should not 
strengthen the hands of Bhutto. {Interruption). Let us not lose sight of 
the harsh realities. Let us not lose sight of the existing conditions in 
Pakistan. So far we have got only a port of the report; we have not got 
the fullest report you to what is happening in East Pakistan, whether that 
great freedom fighter Mujib is alive or not, whether he is in the hands of 
Pakistanies or not. Let us not rush with suggestions that we should 
recognise East Pakistan. I am giving expression to my views in this 
case.... {Interruptions). 

SHRI SAMAR GUHA : Yours is an isolated voice. 

SHRI S. A. SHAMIM : It may be a minority voice. Still let it be 
registered. I have my democratic right to convey my voice of dissent. In 
the same way as you express your views, I have my basic right to 
express my view. 

Suggestions have been made that the case should be referred to the 
United Nations. I, as a Kashmiri, know what the United Nations does in 



situations like this. They make a mess of the whole thing. What have 
they done in Kashmir ? You went to the United Nations and you 
expected a solution in eight days. Now 24 years have passed and still 
you have not found any solution. 

The people of East Pakistan are facing aggression. They are facing 
the imperialist intrigues. This is not the way to rush with suggestions "let 
us accept” or "let us not accept". At this stage our agony and anger 
should find restrained expression. I am in full agreement with the 
government and I appreciate the stand taken by the government I would 
like to say to the Foreign Minister that the restrained tone of the 
statement is the need of the time. 

Mujibur Rahman, who has started the movement, needs the 
sympathy of all of us. He never started the movement on the 
understanding that Indian Parliament, Indian Government or the Indian 
people will rush to his aid with arms. He is a brave individual. From 
whatever little I know of him, he is brave enough to fight against 
Pakistani imperialism, to fight against Pakistani army. Our expression of 
sympathy is there and it is placed on record. I am sure he will draw 
sustenance from this that the Indian Parliament, the representatives of 
India have expressed their sympathy and their agony on what is 
happening in East Pakistan. 

In this hour of crises let us not forget that we have situation in this 
country which can be exploited by those whom we are accusing today, in 
Bengal and in other parts of the country. Are you not aware of the 
implications of supporting the right of secession to one part of the 
country or the other ? I do not support secession and I do not agree that it 
should be done. {Interruptions). 

SRI SAMAR GUHA ; Seven and a half crore of people are declaring 
their independence. You have no right to say what you have said .... 
{Interruptions). 

SHRI S. A. SHAMIM ; This Government has recognised the Yahya 
Government. This Government has not withdrawn its recognition of 
Yahya Government up to this day. I am speaking consciously and I am 
spe^ng with a full sense of responsibility. I for one would not support 
the right of secession. We have to study the implications, legal and 
political, of what you are saying. My heart goes to the people of Bengal 
and 1 am grieved by what is happening in East Pakistan. But our 
expression should be a dignified expression, our expression should be a 
restrained expression. 1 convey on my behalf that in this battle against 
Pakistan army, in this battle against Pakistani imperialism, the Indian 
people, the people of Kashmir in particular are with Mujibur Rahman, 
that great hero, that great freedom fighter. 




SOME HON'BLE MEMBERS. — rose 

MR. SPEAKER : This cannot go on indefinitely. 

SHRI P. K. DEO : I would like to place before the House the views 
of my party. 

MR. SPEAKER ; He forgets that I have allowed all the major parties 
and also a few important members. 

SHRI P. K. DEO : Ours is a national party and we would like our 
views to be recorded here. 

MR. SPEAKER : I will give two minutes to Dr. Melkote and Shri 
Deo. After that the Prime Minister will be called. 

DR. MELKOTE (Hyderabad) : We have to understand in the proper 
perspective what is occuring in East Pakistan. When we consider the 
developments is East Pakistan we have to remember our own past, when 
we were under colonial rule and the British dominated us and used such 
force against us as they deemed fit. At that time we expected 
governments all over the world to come to our support and whenever we 
read in the papers that such support was forthcoming from some foreign 
governments in our travail in 1930 and 1942 we felt most happy. At this 
juncture we shall be failing in our duty if we do not express our feeling 
of sympathy and support to their cause. They have democratically shown 
that they have got a majority and they are fighting a battle in a non¬ 
violent manner. It will be a sorry day in India, to whom the whole world 
looks for guidance, falls to give encouragement and support to the 
people who are waging a non-violent struggle against a military 
dictatorship. That is the point that I would like to make before you. It is 
the duty of the people of India and the Government of India to help the 
oppressed people of East Bengal where the battle is going on. The 
Government has failed to express our sentiments adequately. This is an 
occasion when the support in every possible manner has got to be 
extended quickly to the people of East Bengal who are raising a battle 
for independence in a very dignified and non-violent manner. 

I support all the Members who have spoken of this. But I must say 
that the statement made by the External Affairs Minister is both 
insufficient and inadequate. 

MR. SPEAKER : I have just received the news from the P.T.I., I 
think, it is coming from our own teleprinter. It says that the East Bengal 
leader Mujibur Rahman has been arrested. Radio Pakistan announced 
today {Interruptions). 

SOME HON’BLE MEMBERS : Shame, Shame \ 

MR. SPEAKER: The arrest was made after mid-night last night. Shri 
P. K. Deo. 



SHRIP. K. DEO : Mr. Speaker, Sir, on behalf of the Swatantra Party, 
1 associate myself with the spontaneous and popular upsurge of 75 
million people of Bangladesh and support their aspirations for autonomy 
for which they got a clear mandate in elections of December, 1970. 

When I speak of Bangladesh, I remember Pakistan which is a 
geographical absurdity and the partition of the country on the basis of 
religion which might have been accepted by the Congress to step into the 
shoes of the Government. But we who surrendered everything. Whatever 
our fore-father built, at the feet of the mother-land for the integration of 
the country cannot reconsider ourselves to that situation. 

In this grave moment, I remind the Government of India to take a 
lesson from the follies they have made on the illegal occupation of Tibet 
by China or on the rape of Hungry or on the aggression of 
Czecholovakia, and not to toe the wrongful line that they have taken in 
the past. They should rise to the occasion and they should fully support 
the aspirations of the people of Bangladesh. 

At this moment, I request the Government on behalf of the Swatantra 
Party to take the earliest opportunity to raise the question in the 
Commission on Human Rights at the United Nations and in the Afro- 
Asian Conference and in all other international forums, and at the same 
time to send all sorts of relief and medical aid to the people there. 

Lastly, I salute those brave martyrs who are laying their lives for 
their motherland. I have full sympathy with them. 

THE PRIME MINISTER, MINISTER OF ATOMIC ENERGY, 
MINISTER OF HOME AFFAIRS, MINISTER OF INFORMATION AND 
BROADCASTING (SHRIMATI INDIRA GANDHI): Mr. Speaker, Sir, first 
of all it, I may say so, you have the House, some news we have 
received.... 

MR. SPEAKER: I thought the office had sent it to me to announce it. 
I do not know. 

SHRIMATI INDIRA GANDHI: The point is that this news has come 
through Radio Pakistan and, therefore, I cannot say whether it is true or 
not. We should not automatically take it as true because it could be just 
propaganda. 

Sir, strength does not lie in words. If my colleauge Sardar Sahib has 
not spoken with passion, it is not due to lack of feeling either on his part 
or on the part of the Government but because of the fact that we are 
deeply conscious of the historic importance of this movement and the 
seriousness of the situation. 

Something new had happened in East Bengal—a democratic action 
where an entire people had spoken with almost one voice. We had 



welcomed this, not because we wanted to interfere in another country’s 
affairs, but, because those were the values, as one of my Hon'ble friends 
pointed out, for which we have always stood and for which we have 
always spoken out. And we had hoped that this action would lead to a 
new situation in our neighbouring country which would help us to get 
closer, which would help us to serve our own people better and create an 
entirely new situation in this sub-continent. As our statement has said, 
this did not happen and a wonderful opportunity for even the 
strengthening of Pakistan has been lost and has been lost in a manner 
which is tragic, which is agonising and about which we cannot find 
strong, enough words to speak. This again is a new situation but in a 
different way. It is not merely the suppression of a movement, but it is 
meeting an unarmed people with tanks. We are in close touch, as close 
touch with the events as is possible in such a situation. 

I am sure Hon'ble Members will understand that it is not possible for 
the Government to say very much more on this occasion. I would like to 
assure the Hon'ble Members who asked whether decisions would be 
taken on time, that obviously that is the most important thing to do. 
There is no point in taking a decision when the time for it is over. We are 
fully alive to the situation and we shall keep constantly in touch with 
what is happening and what we need to do. I agree with him also that we 
must not take merely a theoretical view. At the same time we have to 
follow proper international norms. Various other suggestions have been 
made about genocide and so on, about which we are fully conscious and 
which we have also discussed with the leaders of the Opposition. At this 
moment I can only say that we do fully share the agony, the emotions of 
the House and their deep concern over these developments. We have 
always believed that freedom is indivisible. We have always raised our 
voice for those who have suffered, but, in a serious situation like this, the 
less we, as a Government say, I think the better it is at this moment. I can 
assure the House that we shall keep in close touch with the situation and 
also we shall keep in close touch with the leaders of the Opposition so 
that they can continue to give us their suggestions and we can also give 
them whatever knowledge we are able to. 
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What have they done ? When the people are dying by thousand, it is 
not a question of debate, it is not a question of expressing certain pious 
wishes. What action has the Government taken to protest against this 
butchery, massacre and genocide ? 

There is another thing. It has been reported in West Bengal papers 
that a Dakota carrying Indian passengers from Gauhati to Calcutta has 
been shot down by Pakistan army and has crashed in Pakistan territory.... 

MR. SPAKER: Will you please sit down ? I am not allowing you. 

SHRI SAMAR GUHA : This is very relevant. I have put in a Call 
Attention Notice. The Civil Aviation Minister should make a statement 
in this House whether this Dakota is still missing.... 

MR. SPEAKER; I have not permitted you. 

SHRI SAMAR GUHA : Our relations are there. They have been 
killed and butchered. Even Indians nationals have been butchered by 
Pakistan army. Are we to sit idle here when thousands of people are 
being killed, when thousands of peoples are being butchered and 
massacred ? Sir, it is not mere expression of sympathy. What solid step 
has been taken.... 

MR. SPEAKER ; Mr. Samar Guha, I will have to perform a very 
unpleasant duty if you go on like this ? 





SHRI SAMAR GUHA : ....to stop this genocide ? That I want to 
know. I solidly support that this House should express its complete 
solidarity with the freedom battle of East Bengal. This is a vital kink not 
only with the. 

MR. SPEAKER : Mr. Gopalan. 

Mr. Samar Guha, Kinldy sit down. 

SHRI SAMAR GUHA : 1 am not sitting. My brethern across the 
borders are being butchered. I come from Dacca my heart is bleeding. I 
know in the streets of Dacca thousands of people are being killed. Do 
you want me to sit idle when thousands of my brethern are being 
butchered and killed ? 

MR. SPEAKER : Keep your balance please. 

SHRI SAMAR GUHA : Mothers, women and children are being 
killed and we are sitting idle. 

MR. SPEAKDER : If you go on like this, nothing will go on record, 
please sit down. The same thing can be said in a better way. 

SHRI SAMAR GUHA : If you had only come from Dacca, your 
reaction would be different. 

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE (Kanpur) : Every one of us comes from 
Dacca. You are not the only person... (.Interruptions). 

DR. SPEAKER : What is this going on ? It does not look nice for me 
to make a reference about you in other's presence. Mr. Gopalan. 

SHRI A. K. GOPALAN (Palghat) : Sir, it is true that a statement has 
been made two days back by the Prime Minister. But, the situation to¬ 
day is entirly different from what it was days before. There is a 
provisional Government set up there and also, as far as he fighting is 
concerned, it is very terrible. So, the Government also might have 
something to say and the Prime Minister also said that day that after two 
days, every time when a situation arises, the Prime Minister would say 
something. So, it is time now that we have to say something to show our 
solidarity with the mighty people of Bangladesh—East Pakistan. It is 
true that the situation today is different from that existed two days back. 
So, we request that the Prime Minister would make a statement which 
will show our solidarity with the fighting people of East Pakistan. 

SHRI INDRAJIT GUPTA (Alipur) : Mr. Speaker, Sir, may I make 
submission? 

As Mr. Gopalan has rightly said, the events are moving with gaint 
stride now. Since you declared in the House which was also approved by 




the House that the Lok Sabha will adjourn on the 2nd of April and as 
there are just four or five days to go, I would make two suggestions for 
your consideration and the consideration of the House. 

First of all, 1 am in favour of the idea thrown up by my colleague. 
Shir Vajpayee, that before this House adjourn—at least I think there 
would be no harm in our adopting unanimously it is not a matter of 
controversy between this side or that side or any other side—a 
unanimously approved draft can be prepared in consultation with all 
sections of this House and only an agreed and unanimous draft 
resolution can be brought before this House and should, I think be 
adopted unanimously, giving correct expression to the sentiments which 
were expressed in this House two days ago. 

I think the House will not meet again till the end of May. So, one 
shudders to think what may happen across the border in this intervening 
period. Before the curtain falls on these events, let the people of 
Bangladesh at least know that Parliament of India do unanimously agree 
on one thing — that we express whole-heartedly our support and 
solidarity to their struggle. I think there should be no difficulty. 

Secondly, I would submit that keeping a very close watch on the 
development of events during the next 3-4 days, if it is necessary, on the 
2nd, before this House adjourns, you would be kind enough to give us 
another opportunity to have a discussion because in the next 3-4 days 
something may take place which will be quite different from what it is 
today. We do not know. I do not want to anticipate events. It is very 
difficult to judge which report that is appearing is correct, authentic or 
not authentic. So in three or four days time a totally different picture 
may emerge. So, I would request you to keep a close watch on these 
things and to enable us, before the House adjourns, to have another 
discussion sometime so that we may express our views. And, in the 
meantime, this resolution idea may be thought of. I think there is no 
difficulty in workding out an appropriate text which could be 
unanimously agreed to and would give proper expression to the feelings 
of the people of our country through this Parliament. 

THE PRIME MINISTER, MINISTER OF ATOMIC ENERGY, 
MINISTER OF HOME AFFAIRS, MINISTER OF PLANNING AND 
MINISTER OF INFORMATION AND BROADCASTING (SHRIMATI 
INDIRA GANDHI) : I have to make one submission. I was just saying 
that what I promised to the House was not that I would make another 
statement but that I would be consulting the leaders of the opposition 
groups and I think we might meet on this issue which they have raised 



here. I have no objection to a resolution, but we could sit together and 
see what can be done. 

SHRI SHYAMANANDAN MISHRA : May I make this submission, 
Mr. Speaker? I want to say this in this very contest, since you are now 
closing the chapter about the adjournment of the House on the 2nd May 
I submit that this is a fast-developing situation ? If this fast-developing 
situation requires that the House be called in session soon after, then, for 
us to meet by the end of May will be too late. Will you kindly consider 
that ? What is the difficulty about having another discussion on this ? 

MR. SPEAKER : We are calling the meeting of the leaders. These 
things can be discussed there. 

SHRI SHYAMANANDAN MISHRA ; We have not been called for 
the last few days. Two days have passed. 

AN HON'BLE MEMBER : It is not necessary to call the meeting 
every day. 
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Resolution Re : Recent Development in East Bangal 

MR. SPEAKER ; Before we take up the calling attention motion, the 
Prime Minister will move a Resolution of Bangladesh. There will be no 
discussion and it will be adopted. 

THE PRIME MINISTER, MINISTER OF ATOMIC ENERGY, 
MINISTER OF HOME AFFAIRS, MINISTER OF PLANNING AND 
MINISTER OF INFORMATION AND BROADCASTING (SHRIMATI 
INDIRA GANDHI) ; Sir, the tragedy which has overtaken our valiant 
neighbours in East Bengal so soon after their rejoining over their 
electoral victory has united us all in grief for their suffering, concern for 
the wanton destruction of their beautiful land and anxiety for their 
future. I wish to move a Resolution which has been discussed with the 
Leaders of the Opposition and I am glad to say approved unanimously. 

I beg to move the following Resolution : "This House express its deep 
anguish and grave concern at the recent developments in Bast 
Bengal. A massive attack by armed forces, despatched from West 
Pakistan has been unleashed against the entire people of East 
Bengal with a view to suppressing their urges and aspirations. 

2. Instead of respecting the will of the people so unmistakably 
expressed through the election in Pakistan in December 1970, 
the Goverment of Pakistan has chosen to flout the mandate of the 
people. 

3. The Government of Pakistan has not only refused to transfer 
power to legally elected representatives but has arbitrarily 
prevented the National Assembly from assuming its rightfull and 
sovereign role. The people of East Bengal are being sought to 
suppressed by the naked use of force, by bayonets, machine 
guns, tanks, artillery and aircraft. 

4. The Government and people of India have always desired and 
worked for peaceful, normal and fraternal relations with 
Pakistan. However, situated as India is and bound as the peoples 
of the sub-continent are by centuries old ties of history, culture 
and tradition, this House cannot remain indifferent to the 
macabre tragedy being enacted so close to our border. 
Throughout the length and breadth of our land, our people have 
condemned, in unmistakable terms, the atrocities now being 





perpetrated on an un-precedented scale upon an unarmed and 
innocent people. 

5. This House expresses its profound sympathy for and solidarity 
with the people of East Bengal in their struggle for a democratic 
way of life. 

6. Bearing in mind the permanent interest which India has in peace, 
and committed as we are to uphold and defend human rights. 
This house demands immediate cessation of the use of force and 
of the massacre of defence less people. 

This House calls upon all peoples and Governments of the world 
to take urgent and constructive steps to prevail upon the 
Government of Pakistan to put an end immediately to the 
systematic decimation of people which amounts to genocide. 

7. This House records its profound conviction that the historic 
upsurge of the 75 million people of East Bengal will triumph. 
The House wishes to assure them that their struggle and 
sacrifices will receive the wholehearted sympathy and support 
the people of India. 

SHRI K. MANOHARAN (Madras North) : Even though no 
discussion is allowed, is there no scope for appreciation by the member 
of opposition as well as the ruling party ? 

MR. SPEAKER: No. 

SHRI C. C. DESAI (Sabarkantha) : Why is the Minister of External 
Affairs not present here ? Does it mean that he does not agree with the 
resolution ? 

MR. SPEAKER: The question is : 

"This House expresses it deep anguish and grave concern at the recent 
development in East Bengal. A massive attack by armed forces, 
despatched from West Pakistan has been unleashed against the 
entire people of East Bengal with a view to suppression their urges 
and aspirations. 

2. Instead of respecting the will of the people so unmistakably 
expressed through the election in Pakistan in December 1970, 
the Government of Pakistan has chosen to flout the mandate of 
the people. 

3. The Government of Pakistan has not only refused to transfer 
power to legally elected representatives but has arbitrarily 
prevented National Assembly from assuming its rightful and 
sovereign role. The people of East Bengal are being sought to 



be suppressed by the naked use of force, by bayonets, machine 
guns, tanks, artillary and aircraft. 

4. The Government and people of India have always desired and 
worked for peaceful, normal and fraternal relations with 
Pakistan. However, situated as India is and bounds as the 
peoples of the sub-continent are by centuries old ties of history, 
culture and tradition, this House cannot remain indifferent to the 
macabrae tragedy being enacted so close to our border. 
Throughout the length and bredth of our land, our people have 
condemned, in unmistakable, terms, the atrocities now being 
perpetrated on an unprecedented scale upon an unarmed and 
innocent people. 

5. This House expresses its profound sympathy for and solidarity 
with the people of East Bengal in their struggle for a democratic 
way of life. 

6. Bearing in mind the permanent interest which India has in 
peace, and committed as we are to uphold and defend human 
rights, this House demands immediate cessation of the use of 
force and of massacre of defenceless people. 

This House calls upon a’l peoples and Governments of the 
world to take urgent and constructive steps to prevail upto the 
Government of Pakistan to put an end immediately to the 
systematic decimation of people which amounts to genocide. 

7. This House records its profound conviction that the historic 
upsurge of the 75 million people of East Bengal with triumph. 
The House wishes to assure them that their struggle and 
sacrifices will receive wholehearted sympathy and support of 
the people of India. 

MR. SPEAKER: There is not ever a single ’No' So, the resolution is 
adopted unanimously. 
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ORAL ANSWER TO QUESTION 

Heavy Movement and Concentration of Pakistani forces on Indo- 

Pakistan Borders: 

1. SHRIR. S. PANDEY ; 

SHRIS. M. KRISHNA : 

Will the RAKSHA MANTRI be pleased to state : 

(a) whether there has been heavy movement and concentration of 
Pakistan forces on different sectors of the Indo-Pakistan border during 
recent past; 

(b) whether Pakistani Forces are indulging in provocative actions 
and making intrusions into the Indian territory; and 

(c) if so, the details thereof and whether necessary steps have been 
taken by Government to meet the situation created by Pakistan on the 
border ? 

RAKSHA MANTRI (SHRI JAGJIWAN RAM) : (a) to (c) : No 
abnormal movement or concentration of Pakistani troops has been 
noticed along the Indo-Pakistan border. Unusual activity by West 
Pakistani troops has, however, been noticed along some sectors of the 
border with East Bengal. Pakistani forces have intruded into Indian 
territory on 7 occasions since 25th March in the Eastern Sectors. There 
have been 43 incidents of firing across the border and 3 cases of 
kidnapping. There have also been 16 air violations by Pakistani aircrafts. 
19 protests have been lodged with the Government of Pakistan on these 
incidents. Our Security Forces are maintaining constant vigil on the 
borders and have instructions to take appropriate action against Pakistani 
intrusions. 
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SHRI S. M. KRISHNA : Sir, the Hon'ble Defence Minister has 
grudgingly conceded that feverish activities, ^most on a war footing, are 
taking place on our borders, I would like to know from the Hon'ble 





Minister if it has come to the notice of the Ministry that the regular 
Pakistani army have replaced the Pakistani Rangers who were on the 
borders. 

Secondly, the digging of trenches and construction of bunkers have 
been going on a war footing on the eastern sector. And added to it, there 
is the recent pronouncement of the Martial Law Administration, 
clamping night curfew in a five-mile belt all along the border, 
compelling the civilians to evacuate, so that army personnel could take 
over those areas. So, in view of all these activities, I would like to have 
an assurance from the Hon'ble Defence Minister, to the nation, that the 
borders would be adequately taken care of and all those activities would 
be met with equally forceful activities from our armed forces. 

SHRI JAGJIWAN RAM : I have nothing new to add. As I have said, 
so far as the western sector of Pakistan is concerned, there has been no 
unusual movement on that side. When the Pakistan armies are posted 
near the border, in the normal course, there are certain movements; there 
are certain repairs of there bunkers or roads on that side of the border. 
That does not cause much anxiety. So far as the eastern border is 
concerned, there has been concentration of Pakistani army there and on 
the eastern border, as the House is aware. East Pakistan Rifles were 
gurding the border between India and East Bengal. And naturally, when 
the fight for freedom started there, the spearhed of that freedom fight 
was the East Pakistan Rifles and the East Bengal Regiment. Naturally, 
Pakistan has replaced the East Pakistan Rifles with regular army of 
Pakistan. That fact is known to us, and as I have said, further movements 
of the army of that country taking place across the border are taken note 
of and necessary capabilities are created on this side of the border. 

SOME HON’BLE MEMBERS rose — 

MR. SPEAKER; Order, order. 

SHRI K. BALAKRISHNAN : Sir, I raise a point of order. Is there any 
Parliament in the world where defence matters are discussed like this ? 
.... {Interruption). 

MR. SPEAKER : I have seen so many Parliaments; I have not seen a 
Member asking a question like this. 

DR. RANEN SEN ; Sir, may I know from the Hon'ble Defence 
Minister whether it is a fact that incessant violations of our territory and 
invasion inside the territory of India are taking place ? It should be 
recalled that Pakistani forces invaded and came inside the Indian 
territory oTBoyra, is situated in my constituency, and killed five persons. 

MR. SPEAKER; Order, order. 



DR. RANEN SEN : Just one minute. On the 19th of May, they 
bombarded the chek-post at Bongaon-Petrapile, May I know in spite of 
all this, what is the Government order to our army men—whether it is an 
order to retaliate or to repulse these attacks or just to send notes from the 
city of New Delhi ? I want to know the answer from the Hon'ble 
Defence Minister. 

SHRI JAGJIWAN RAM : It the Hon'ble Member has listened to the 
original answer, he will find that in the last sentence, I have said that our 
security forces have instructions to deel with the intrusions 
(Interruptions). 

. 
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"Our security forces have instructions to take appropriate action against 

Pakistani intrusions." 

It clearly means that if there is an intrusion, the intruders have to be 
thrown out of our territory. If there are intrusions by aircraft and if they 
do not respond and return back, they have to be shot down. That is quite 
clear. 

Recognition of Bangladesh Government 
3. SHRI SARJOO PANDEY : 

SHRI K. LAKKAPPA ; 

SHIR MUKHTIAR SINGH MALIK ; 

Will the VIDESH MANTRI be pleased to state : 

(a) whether Government have taken any steps to recognise 
Bangladesh Government; 

and 

(b) if not, the steps proposed to be taken in the matter ? 

VIDESH MANTRI (SHRI SWARAN SINGH) : (a) and (b). The 
question of India recognizing the Government of the Republic of 
Bangladesh is constantly under review. 

CALLING ATTENTION TO MATTER OF URGENT PUBLIC 
IMPORTANCE 

REPORTED INTRUSIONS OF PAKISTAN ARMY INTO INDIAN 
TERRITORY OF THE EAST BENGAL BORDER. 

SHRI P. K. DEO (Kalahandi) : Sir, I call the attention of the Grih 
Mantri to the folk wing matter of urgent public important and I request 
that she may make a statement thereon : 




"The reported intrusions of Pakistan Army inot Indian territory on 
the East Bengal border. Killing of a large number Indian citizens 
including some border Security Force personnel, large-scale destruction 
of property and violations Indian air space by Pakistani aircraft that 
sector.” 

SHRI RAM NIWAS MIRDHA : Mr. Speaker Sir, this House had in 
the last Session passed a unanimous resolution expressing our people's 
full sympathy and support to the people of East Bengal. The House is 
aware of the tragic developments that have taken place in East Bengal in 
the past few weeks. The Pakistani war machine has moved down 
innocent men, women and children in its insensate campaign to stamp 
out a popular democratic movement. The ruthless repression of the duly 
elected representatives who are trying to give shape and form to the 
aspirations and mandate of people to establish a popular and democratic 
Government has shocked the world. 

The Pakistani Army in its attempt to extend itself up to the Indo-East 
Bengal Border has intruded into Indian territory seven times and resorted 
to firing across the border into our territory on 43 occasions. BSF patrols 
on border duty have been attacked and in all, four members of the Force 
have been killed, 21 others injured, and 5 kidnapped; 16 civilians have 
been killed and 105 injured in these incidents. A number of huts and 
houses on Indian territory have been burnt or damaged. Two BSF border 
posts and one Railway station have been damaged. Some other property 
and cattle have also been destroyed. Even the evacuees who had been 
forced out of East Bengal as a result of the repression there, have not 
been spared. 14 of them having been killed and 67 injured in these 
incidents. Strong protests have been lodged with the Pakistan authorities 
and we have claimed the right to demand compensation. 

Since 30-3-1971 there have been eleven violations of Indian air 
space in the Eastern Sector by Pakistani aircraft. In respect of seven of 
these incidents protests have already been lodged while in respect of the 
others they are being lodged shortly. 

Our security forces charged with the policing of India’s international 
border with East Bengal have dealt with all such situations with great 
firmness and determination and have promptly thrown back the 
intruders. However, the continuance of such attacks on and intrusions 
into Indian territory and violations of our air space do certainly pose a 
serious threat to peace in this region. Even the enormous influx of 
refugees from East Bengal on to our territory, which we had to deal with 
on humanitarian grounds, is a direct resul| of Pakistani atrocities in East 
Bengal and has created a grave situation for us endangering the peace 



and security of this area besides imposing a tremendously heavy strain 
on our whole economy and resources. We are exploring all available 
avenues to secure the safe return of all these refugees to their own 
homes. In the face of such grave facts the claim of normalcy by Pakistan 
is an absurdity. 

Our security forces are fully alive to their responsibility and are 
keeping constant vigil along the borders. 1 would like to assure the 
House that we are carefully watching all these developments and will 
not hesitate to take such steps, as may become necessary to preserve the 
integrity of ourterritory and safe-guard the interests of our people. 

SHRI P. K. DEO : Sir, by a unanimous resolution passed in this 
House on the 31 st of March, we expressed our anguish and concern at 
the genocide that is taking place in East Bengal and, at the same time, 
made the suggestion that all governments of the world may be 
approached to take constructive steps for the restoration of democracy in 
that part of the world and for the transfer of power to the real 
representatives of the people, fifty-five days have passed. During these 
Fifty-five days of complacency except the sabre-rattling statements of 
some of the Ministers and of the Prime Minister nothing concrete has 
been done. This intervening period has exposed the bankruptcy of Indian 
diplomacy. No step has been taken to raise this question in the Human 
Rights Commission of the United Nations or in any other international 
forum. On the other hand we find that Pakistan has stolen a march on 
this country and has secured the support of China, Turkey, Iran and 
Saudi Arabia. Even our friend, the United Arab Republic, did not grant 
an interview to Jaya Prakash Narayan when he visited that country on 
that mission. 

In the mean time more that 3 million refugees have come here. That 
has posed a very big problem to the economy of this country. The border 
has been highly sensitive and combustible. The statement made by the 
Home Minister has made a very painful reading. 

Having failed to suppress the mass upsurge in East Bengal, Pakistan 
may be taking resort to these provocative measures just to provoke this 
country for a military showdown as the only means to unite these two 
regions on the basis of hatred towards India as Pakistan had been bom 
out of hatred for India. That might be the reason. We should not fall a 
prey to this kind of a military showdown where not only will we be a 
party but the big powers are iso likely to be sucked in and this country 
is likely to be come a second Vietnam. 

Taking into consideration all these factors, when de facto 
Bangladesh is emerging out of the pangs of birth as an independent 





nation, our de jure recognition may not have any substance to it, but 
taking into consideration the security of this country there are only three 
alternatives which are open to us. Firstly, the border skirmishes may be 
localised and dealt with firmly. Secondly, the Government should be 
prepared for a major military conflict if they cannot stop these intrusions 
and air space violations. At that time we have to consider our defence 
preparedness. We should not make the same. Don Quixotic statement 
that pandit Jawaharlal Nehru made while going to Ceylon that the 
Chinese would be thrown out. The scar of humiliation has not yet been 
wiped out from our faces. We do not want a repetition of that. The third 
alternative is to arouse the world conscience so that it may have some 
effect and may put pressure on Pakistan. Or, why they continue with this 
dilly-dally method I would like to have a categorical answer from the 
Government regarding the step that they would like to take in this 
regard, is a matter of concern to the entire country. 

SHRI RAM NIWAS MIRDHA : It is not correct to say that 
Government has been complacent in this matter. We are in touch with 
world Governments. The UN Secretary-General has also issued in 
appeal for sending assistance to deal with the refugee problem that has 
been created. The representative of the UN Commission for Refugees 
was also here for maldng an on-the-spot survey. We are in touch with all 
the world powers and are putting our point of view across to them. So, 
there is no question of any complacency on the part of Government in 
this respect. 

As regards any provocation that Pakistan might provide, I can 
categorically say that we will not give in to any provocation coming 
from any quarter but would deal with the situation with firmness and 
determination which we have been doing up till now. We have given 
clear instructions to our security forces on the border to deal very firmly 
with all intrusions and other similar things that happen there. One can 
feel assured that everything possible will be done to meet the situation as 
and when it develops. 

SHRI P. K. DEO : It is a very unsatisfactory reply. 

SHRI INDRAJIT GUPTA ; Sir, my question to the Government is 
whether in dealing with all these intrusions into our territory, violations 
of air-space, in regard to killing of our citizens or other type of military 
or diplomatic provocations by Pakistan, the Government of India still 
adheres to the principle of reciprocity or whether this principle has been 
given up ? That is all I want to know. 

For exaifiple, there are the ground rules. As far as I know them, the 
ground rules that have been existing during normal peace time between 
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India and Pakistan are that the regular armed forces of both the sides 
have to keep away at a distance of 5 Km. from the international border— 
there is a kind of no-man's land by mutual agreement which can only be 
patrolled by the Border Security Force on our side and the corresponding 
formation on the other side. The regular army is not supposed to go 
within 5 Km. of the international border on either side. 

Now, my first question in this. As the Hon'ble Defence Minister in 
his statement revealed a little while ago, the Pakistani armed forces are 
violating these ground rules and in very many places, all along our 
border, they have come absolutely to the international border and have 
established their posts there. My question to the Government is whether 
in view of this, the principle of reciprocity has been given up by the 
Government of India or whether they are trying to adhere to it so that 
unilaterally while the Pakistani army can come right up to the 
international border, our principle of allowing only the Border Security 
Force stay there is being followed with some very dangerous 
consequences which have already taken place. 

My second question is this. In the light of the principle of 
reciprocity, I want to know what is the reason for continuing to have our 
Deputy High Commissioner accredited to Dacca. What is the reason ? 
He is not accepted to the Dacca regime. They have turned him out. Of 
course, you cannot get him back here. That is a different matter. He is 
interned there. Still you are continuing to accredit him to Dacca. 
Whereas the Deputy High Commissioner of Pakistan in West Bengal has 
already declared his allegiance to the Bangladesh. He no longer 
represents the Pakistan Government. But Mr. Masud who was sent from 
Islamabad as a new Deputy High Commissioner to replace Mr. Hussain 
Ali in Calcutta was treated as a V I P whom no body in Calcutta wanted. 
He was turned out in the hotel in which he was staying. The waiters 
refused to serve him. He ran about like an absconder from place to place 
in Calcutta. But he was given VIP treatment by this Government, 
Masood is treated here as a VIP. This is the position about the Deputy 
High Commissioner of Islamabad to West Bengal, whereas our Deputy 
High Commissioner in Dacca who has been turned out by them saying 
'We don't want you here', is located in Dacca. We have not said that we 
are recalling him. Are we going to put a new Deputy High 
Commissioner in his place ? The Deputy High Commissioner of 
Pakistan in West Bengal has announced his non-allegiance to them and 
has declared his allegiance to Bangladesh. I do not know what kind of 
principle is being followed in all these matters. Is there any principle of 
reciprocity ? Why does not Government tell that they are withdrawing 
our Deputy High Commissioner from Dacca ? I do not know why the 



Border Security Force could not act in time. I do not know what their 
instructions are. This happened in Benapole and Petrapole and this has 
been published in all the papers. They said, tlie Border Security Forces 
did not open fire although Pakistani troops were on the Railway line 
adjacant to customs out-post. 

Therefore, I want to know : What principle of reciprocity are you 
trying to follow ? What is it that you are going to do in respect of 
Pakistani violation of these ground rules ? Are you going to unilaterally 
adhere to these rules. 

SHRI RAM NIWAS MIRDHA : As regards ground rules, these are 
the rules regulating movement of security forces on both sides of the 
border. The ground rules themselves provide the way of resolving 
disputes or in case conflicts arise and violations take place. Actually lot 
of violations of these ground rules have taken place. We have lodged 
protests. We have had meetings for resolving disputes. But, I may say, 
actually, things have gone much beyond the violation of ground rules. 

These ground rules are actually meant to provide only for normal 
matters-incidents which take place in patrolling on the border,, etc. But 
the situation, as it exists on the border now, is much more serious than 
can be tackled under the ground rules. 

SHRI INDRAJIT GUPTA : Are we still unilaterally adhering to diose 
ground rules. He may say yes or no. If not why ? 

SHRI RAM NIWAS MIRDHA : I have said about that.... 

SHRI RAM NIWAS MIRDHA : There is no question of unilaterally 
violating or adhering to ground rules. Ground rules are a set of principles 
for dealing with a situation in normal times. Things have gone much 
beyond the point where the normal ground rules would apply. As regards 
their violations, we have given clear instructions to security forces to 
repel and meet them with as much force as the situation demands. 

VIDESH MANTRI (SHRI SWARAN SINGH): About our Mission in 
Dacca and Pakistani Deputy High Commission Mission in Calcutta, I 
hope the House is no doubt aware that a decision has been taken to close 
down both these Missions. We have decided to close down our Mission 
in Dacca. Pakistan has been asked to close down their Mission in 
Calcutta. As a matter of fact, these officers and their staff in Dacca and 
Calcutta are awaiting agreement about their repatriation and about their 
being taken back to their respective countries. 

SHRI N. K. SANGHI (Jalore) : We have heard the replies to this 
question during the Question Hour and also the reply of the Hon’ble 
Minister to the calling attention notice. The matters is rather serious. 
When we hear of these border intrusions and air violations of our 



territory, blood trickles down from our eyes. I am sure the replies of the 
Hon'ble Minister have not satisfied any Member of the House. There 
have been as many as 43 cases of intrusion and 16 air violations. As the 
Hon'ble Minister himself has admitted, there have been 11 air violations 
on our Bengal border. He has also said that he will not hesitate to take 
strong steps to keep intact the integrity of this country. But I would 
submit that whatever the Hon'ble Minister has said has not brought out 
the facts. To substantiate my points, 1 would only draw your attention to 
the news appearing in The Pakistan Times of April 12th. 

They had said : 

"Two Indian BSF companies wiped out in Jessore District... 

Captured Sepoys reveal facts. 

Two companies of the Indian border security force operating well 
within Pakistan territory were wiped out by the P^stan Army during an 
action yesterday in the Benapole area of Jessore District." 

SHRIS. M. BANERJEE : This is false. 

SHRIN. K. SANGHI: The report further says : 

"....two men of the Indian border security force were captured 
alive..." 

And they have also given the names of the two captured sepoys as 
Mohan Lai and Pancha. 

SANSADIYA KARYA TATHA NAUWAHAN AUR PARIWAHAN 
MANTRI (SHRI RAJ BAHADUR) : Nobody believes this abroad; 
nobody believes this in other countries, and nobody believes in it here. 
So, why should this be quoted here ? It is all their propaganda. Why 
should be Hon'ble Member believe this propaganda ? {Interruptions). 

SHRI N. K. SANGHI: They have also given the photographs of these 
people in their newspapers. I would only like to submit that there is no 
need to be agitated over this, it is something which has appeared in their 
press. I do not for a moment accept that what they have said is true. We 
are used to the Goebbels lies, and so we take them at that. But, certainly, 
when doubts are created about our border security forces, we should 
have some answer from the Hon'ble Minister, since we are discussing 
this very question now. 

SHRI RAJ BAHADUR; Why sould it be quoted here ? 

SHRI N. K. SANGHI: 1 want to know whether it is a fact that these 
people had been captured... 

MR. SPEAKER : The Hob'ble Member may kindly sit down. 1 am 
going to allow him... SHRI K. N. TIWARI (Bettiah) : The whole thing 
should be expunged. 




SHRIN. K. SANGHI: I would not mind if Hon'ble Members do not 
want me to quote from it. But I would like to draw the attention of the 
Hon'ble Minister to the fact the questions of the intrusion by the Pakisatn 
forces is a very serious matter. It is not that they have killed only four 
member of our border security forces.... 

SHRI K. N. TIWARY ; I would submit that things of this kind should 
be expunged from the record. 

SHRI N. K. SANGHl: I am just coming to my question. 

MR. SPEAKER; The Hob'ble Member should take my permission to 
quote from it. 

SHRI N. K. SANGHl: If there is objection I would not quote further 
from it. But the point is that the minds of the Members are very much 
agitated over this matter that there have been serious intrusions and 
violations of our territory by the Pakistan forces, and the Hob'ble 
Minister had admitted the fact that there have been such violations, but 
we have not been able to take any action yet; we have not been able to 
shoot down even one plane; we have not been able to capture any of the 
Pakistan forces people, although they have entered our territory. This is 
really a very serious matter. We certainly do not want to go into their 
territory, but when they come into our territory, I feel that we should 
except our border security forces to take them to task. This is a matter 
which is agitating the minds of our people. If we cannot really take them 
to task, there is no sense in keeping our border security forces. May I ask 
the Hob'ble Minister whether he would take a decision to keep our Army 
on the East Bengal border so that we can take them to task when they 
intrude, because our border security force has failed in taking them to 
task ? We find that on the 30th April, the whole population of Cooch 
Behar was evacuated and they fled away because of these attacks. May I 
know whether Government would pay any compensation to the Indian 
citizens who are staying in the border and who have suffered colossal 
losses of their houses and homes and their families, and take care of 
them ? May I also know whether Government would remove the border 
security force and replace them by the Army as early as possible ? I 
would like a categorical answer. 
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RE : MOTIONS FOR ADJOURNMENT 


12.40 hrs. 

MR. SPEAKER ; Shri Hanumanthaiya. 

SEVERAL HON. MEMBERS : rose — 

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU (Diamond Harbour) : We have given an 
Adjournment Motion. 

MR. SPEAKER; Will you please sit down ? 

SHRI SAMAR GUHA (Contai) ; I have also give notice of an 
Adjournment Motion. 

1 
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MR. SPEAKER : May I request you to kindly resume your seats ? 
An adjournment Motion is always admitted on the failure of actions or 
duties which are enjoined by the Constitution and the law. Here in this 
case, nonrecognition is not part of the duty. It is part of their discretion, 
of course, when you met me.... (Interruptions). 

I explained to you the whole position that I myself wished that there 
should be some discussion, and I am prepared to allow any discussion 
today or tomorrow, anytime you like, but not through the Adjournment 
Motion, because and Adjournment Motion is meant only for discussion 
on the failure of the Government for which it is charged. (Interrupiton). 
Failure of the Government to perform the duties which are enjoined by 
the Constitution and the law. Here, it is not a failure, because recognising 
is not part of the duty enjoined by the Constitution. (Interruption) I am 
prepared to allow a discussion. (Interruption). 

AN HON. MEMBER; Adjournment Motion. 

MR. SPEAKER: I am not prepared. 

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU : I request you once again to admit the 
Adjournment Motion, if not today, another day. 

MR. SPEAKER : No, no. It is not admissible. Under the rules, it is 
not admissible. (Interruption). If you like, we can fix a time for 
discussion of this subject anytime you like. (Interruption) 



SANSADIYA KARYA TATHA NAUWAHAN AUR PARIWAHAN 
MANTRI (SHRI RAJ BAHADUR); The Prime Minister is going to make 
a statement on this subject at 3 p.m. today. We are agreeable to a 
discussion on this {Interruption).... on the situation in East 

Pakistan, Bangladesh, {Interruption) as it affects us. 

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: It is just hoodwinking. 

SHRI RAJ BAHADUR : There is no question of hoodwinking. 

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU : It is not just a matter of debate. 

SHRI RAJ BAHADUR : On this they also were agreeable. Sir... 
{Interruption). 

MR. SPEAKER : No, please. Do not interrupt him. 

SHRI RAJ BAHADUR : We are agreeable; we accept the challenge 
of Shri Jyotirmoy Bosu to have a discussion on this matter here in this 
House today or tomorrow. 
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SHRI INDRAJIT GUPTA (Alipore) : I draw you attention to the 
rule... 

MR. SPEAKER : I am not going to have any reconsideration of what 
I have given. 

SHRI INDRAJIT GUPTA ; Why do you say, "If you like," because 
the rules say... 

MR. SPEAKER : If you like, I can all time for discussion today or 
tomorrow, anything you like, but not through the Adjournment Motion. 
An Adjournment Motion is a permissible in this matter. 

SHRI INDRAJIT GUPTA : Under rule 56.... 

MR. SPEAKDER : I have seen rule 56. 

SHRI INDRAJIT GUPTA : It is an urgent metter of public 
importance. Discussion of this subject may not be an obligation under 
the Constitution. 

".... a motion for an adjournment of the business of the House for the 
purpose of discussing a definite matter of urgent public importance may 
be made...” 



MR. SPEAKER : There are rulings on the I have examined it 
thoroughly and I have not admitted it. 

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU : We are entitled to get your consent 
under Rule 56. 

MR. SPEAKER : I am prepared to allow a discussion on it any time, 
today, tomorrow or any time. 

SHRI INDARJIT GUPTA ; Provided the motion has adequate 
support, I do not see any reason for not admitting it. 

MR. SPEAKER : As I have said, I have no objection for a discussion 
any time. (Interruptions). 

I 

SHRI INDRAJIT GUPTA : We are also walking out in protest. 

Shri Atal Bihari Vajpayee, Shri Indrajit Gupta and some other hon. 
Members then left the House. 

3t CCf, 1^, :. 

MR. SPEAKER : The member took oath just two hours back and he 
is admonishing me ! Please sit down. I have not admitted it. 
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STATEMENT RE : SITUATION IN BANGLADESH 

PRADHAN MANTRI, PARMANU URJA MANTRI, GRIH MANTRI, 
TATHA SOOCHANA AUR PRASARAN MANTRI (SHRIMATI INDIRA 
GANDHI) : Mr. Deputy Speaker, Sir, in the seven weeks since 
Parliament recessed, the attention of the entire country had been 
focussed on the continuing tragedy in Bangladesh. Hon'ble Members 
will recall the atmosphere of hope in which we met in March. We all fell 
that our country was poised for rapid economic advance and a more 
determined attack on the age-old poverty of our people. Even as we were 
setding down to these new tasks, we have been engulfed by a new and 
gigantic problem, not of our making. 

On the 15th and 16th May, I visited Assam, Tripura and West 
Bengal, to share the suffering to the refugees from Bangladesh, to 
convey to them the sympathy and support of this House and the people 
of India and to see for myself the arrangements which are being made 
for their care. I am sorry it was not possible to visit other camps this 
time. Every available building, including schools and training institution, 
has been requisitioned. Thousands of tents have been pitched and 
temporary shelters are being constructed as quickly as possible in the 
335 camps which have been established so far, in spite of our best 
efforts, we have not been able to provide shelter to all those who have 
come across, and many are still in the open. The district authorities are 
under severe strain. Before they can cope with those who are already 
here, 60,000 more are coming across every day. 

So massive a migration, in so short a time, is unprecedented in 
recorded history. About three and a half million people have come into 
India from Bangladesh during the last eight weeks. They belong to every 
religious persuasion—Hindu, Muslim, Buddhist and Christian. They 
come from very social class and age group. They are not refugees in the 
sense we have understood this word since partition. They are victims of 
war who have sought refugee from the military terror across our frontier. 

Many refugees are wounded and need urgent medical attention. I 
saw some of them in the hospitals I visited in Tripura and West Bengal. 
Medical facilities in all our border States have been stretched to breaking 
point. Equipment for 1,100 new hospital beds has been rushed to these 







States, including a 400 bed mobile hospital, generously donated by the 
Government of Rajasthan. Special teams of surgeons, physicians, nurses 
and public health experts have been deputed to the major camps. Special 
water supply schemes are being executed on the highest priority, and 
preventive health measures are being underatken on a large scale. 

In our sensitive border States, which are facing the brunt, the 
attention of the local administration has been diverted from normal and 
development work to problems of camp administration, civil supplies 
and security. But our people have put the hardships of the refugees above 
their own, and have stood firm against the attempts of Pakistani agent- 
provocateurs to cause communal strife. I am sure this fine spirit will be 
maintained. 

On present estimates, the cost to the Central Exchequer on relief 
alone may exceed Rs. 180 crores for a period of six months. All this, as 
Honourable Members will appreciate, has imposed an unexpected 
burden on us. 

I was heartened by the fortitude with which these people of 
Bangladesh have borne tribulation, and by the hope which they have for 
their future. It is mischieveous to suggest that India has bad anything to 
do with what happened in Bangladesh. This is an insult to the aspirations 
and spontaneous sacrifices of the people of Bangladesh, and a c^culated 
attempt by the rulers of Pakistan to make India a scapegoat for their own 
misdeeds. It is also a crude attempt to deceive the world community. The 
world press has seen through Pakistan's deception. The majority of these 
so-called Indian infiltrators are women, children and the aged. 

This House has considered many national and international issues of 
vital importance to our country. But none of them has touched us so 
deeply as the events in Bangladesh. When faced a situation of such 
gravity, it is specially important to weigh every word in acquainting this 
House, and our entire people with the issues involved and the 
responsibilities which now devolve on us all. 

These twenty-three years and more, we have never tried to inrterfere 
with the internal affairs of Pakistan, even though they have not exercised 
similar restraint. And even now we do not seek to interfere in any way. 
But what has actually happened ? What was claimed to be an internal 
problem of Pakistan, has also become an internal problem for India. We 
are, therefore, entitled to ask Pakistan to desist immediately from all 
actions which it is taking in the name of domestic jurisdiction, and 
which vitally affect the peace and well-being of millions of our own 
citizens. Paldstan cannot be allowed to seek a solution of its political or 
other problems at the expense of India and on Indian soil. 



Has Pakistan the right to compel at bayonet-point not hundreds, not 
hundreds of thousands, but millions of its citizens to flee their home ? 
For us it is an intolerable situation. The fact that we are compelled to 
give refugee and succour to these unfrotunate millions cannot be used as 
an excuse to push more and more people across our border. 

We are proud of our tradition of tolerance. We have always felt 
contrite and ashamed of our moments of intolerance. Our nation, our 
people are dedicated to peace and are not given to talking in terms of 
war or threat of war. But I should like to caution our people that we may 
be called upon to bear still heavier burdens. 

The problems which confornt us are not confined to Assam, 
Meghalaya, Tripura and West Bengal. They are national problems. 
Indeed the basic problem is an international one. 

We have sought to awaken the conscience of the world through our 
representatives abroad and the representatives of foreign Governments in 
India. We have appealed to the United Nations, and at long last, the true 
dimensions of the problem seem to be making themselves felt in some of 
the sensitive chanceries of the world. However, I must share with the 
House, our disappointment at the unconscionably long time which the 
world is taking to react to this stark tragedy. 

Not only India but every country has to consider its interests. I think 
I am expressing the sentiments of this august House and of our people 
when I raise my voice against the wanton destruction of peace, good 
neighbourliness and elementary principles of humanity by the insentate 
action of the military rule of Pakistan. They are threatening the peace 
and stability of the vast segment of humanity represented by India. 

We welcome Secretary General, U Thant public appeal. We are glad 
that a number of States have either responded or are in the process of 
doing so. But time is the essence of the matter. Also the question of 
giving relief to these millions of people is only pan of the problem. 
Relief cannot be perpetual or permanent; and we do not wish it to be so. 
Condition must be created to stop any further influx of refugees and to 
ensure their early return under credible guarantees for their future safety 
and well-being. I say with all sense of responsibility that unless this 
happens, there can be no lasting stability or peace on this sub-continent. 
We have pleaded with other powers to recognise this. If the world does 
not take head, we shall be constrained to take all measures as may be 
necessary to ensure our own security and the preservation and 
development of the structure of our social and economic life. 

We are convinced that there can be no military solution to the 



problem of East Bengal. A political solution must be brought about by 
those who have the power to do so. World opinion is a great force. It can 
influence even the most powerful. The Great power have a special 
responsibility. If they exercise their power rightly and expeditiously then 
only we can look forward to durable peace on our sub-continent. But if 
they fail and I sincerely hope that they will hot—then this suppression 
of human rights, the uprooting of people, and the continued 
homelessness of vast numbers of human beings win threaten peace. 

This situation cannot be tackled in a partisan spirit or in terms of 
party politics. The issues involved concern every citizen. I hope that this 
Parliament, our country and our people will be ready to accept the 
necessary hardships so that we can discharge our responsibilities to our 
own people as well as to the millions who have fled from a reign of 
terror to take temporary refugee here. 

All this imposes on us heavy obligations and the need for stern 
national discipline. We shall have to make many sacrifices. Our factories 
and farms must produce more. Our reilways and our entire transprt and 
communication system must work uninterruptedly. This is no time for 
any interplay of regional or sectional interests. Everything must be 
subordinated to sustain our economic, social and political fabric and to 
reinforce national solidarity. I appeal to every citizen, every man, woman 
and child to be imbued with the spirit of service and sacrifice of which, I 
know, this nation is capable. 

SHRI SAMAR GUHA (Contai) : All the opposition leaders met the 
Speaker in the morning when we pressed for the admission of our 
adjustment motion. The Speaker told us that he would allow some 
discussion on the issue of Bangladesh. Then we were informed that the 
Prime Minister would make a statement. I want to know whether there 
will be a discussion on the basis of the statement. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER : You know the rules. If you want a 
discussion, and the Speaker has agreed, you send a notice. 

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE (Kanpur): He said today or tomorrow. 

SHRI P. K. DEO (Kalahandi): The statement may be circulated. 
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12.01 hrs. 

CALLING ATTENTION TO MATTER OF URGENT 
PUBLIC IMPORTANCE 

PAKISTANI MILITARY SHELLING ON THE EASTERN 
BORDER 

SHRIMUKHTIAR SINGH MALIK (Rohtak) : I call the attention of 
the Minister of HOME AFFAIRS (GRIH MANTRI) to the following 
matter of urgent public importance and I request that he may make a 
statement thereon; 

The reported heavy shelling by Pakistani soldiers in Dalu Sector of 
Meghalaya's Garo Hills District on 25-5-1971 as a result of which 22 
persons including 9 Indian Border Security Force personnel were killed. 

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY OF HOME 
AFFAIRS (GRIH MANTRALAYA MEN RAJYA MANTRI) SHRI K. C. 
PANT): Mr. Speaker, Sir. 

On 25th May, 1971, at 4.30 a.m. Pakistani troops in strength 
supported by heavy morter attacked the BSF CHECK POST at Kilapara 
situated about 500 yards away from Dalu. The Border Security Force 
detachment fought back the attack gallantly but they were over-whelmed 
by the superior numbers of the Pakistani troops and the post was over¬ 
run. 

I regret to inform the House that as a result of this attack, 9 BSF 
personnel were killed and 2 are missing. According to the information 
received from the Assam Government, 13 civilians were also killed and 
11 injured in this attack. 

However, the Border Security Force contingent at Dalu stemmed the 
advance of the Pakistani troops and beat them back from Indian territory. 
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SHRl SAMAR GUHA (Contai) ; 1 do not know when the present 
timid posture of the Government of the India against persistent Pak 
aggression will end because I do not know when the mouthing of the 
virtuous platitudes of peace, patience and toleration against Pak 
aggression will come to a stop. It is really a sickening scene for a nation 
of 55 crore to witness the ritual of sending bundles of protest notes to 
Pakistan and of issuing flamboyant warnings by our Defence Minister... 

MR. SPEAKER : It appears he is setting himself for a long speech. I 
wanted him to be precise and concise in his question. 

SHRI SAMAR GUHA : Please be a bit tolerant to me. I do not know 
if you are a bit allergic to me. 

MR. SPEAKER: Not everday, sometimes he might do it. 

SHRI SAMAR GUHA : It is really a sicking scene for a nation of 55 
crores to see that it has almost become a ritual to send bundles of protest 
notes to Pakistan and to witness our Defence Minister issuing 
flamboyant statements giving warnings to Pakistan that serious 
consequences would follow if Pak aggression or incursion into our 
borders continued. These warnings are being answered not only by 
repeated aggression but by fresh aggression the next day. 

These border incidents should be viewed not as isolated border 
skirmishes *but as part of a pattern of Pakistan aggression against 
Bangladesh as well as India. I do not know who was the offlcial who was 



responsible for briefing the press yesterday when referring to this border 
incursion he said that the influx of refugees had diminished by 10,000 
that is, from 60,000 it had come down 50,000 a day. That gentlem^ 
does not know the pattern of Pakistani atrocities: they are creating 
trouble and killing people with the result that millions are on the run, 
both minorities as well as those belonging to the Awami League. They 
are preventing these people from corssing the border; as soon as they get 
an opportunity to do so, they will enter India in millions again. 

In view of these facts, will Government take a total perspective of 
the pattern of Pakistani aggression or incursions against our border, and 
call it aggression by Pakistan against our security ? If so, despite 
continued and calculated violation of the ground rules by the Pak Army, 
why are our defence forces observing these rules unilaterally ? 

Secondly, instead of entrusting the task of meeting the regular Pak 
army to the BSF, which is equipped with only limited supplies of live 
arms for a limited purpose and therefore cannot adequately meet the Pak 
army equipped with much superior equipment and superior fire-power, 
will the regular Indian army be asked to meet the aggression of the 
regular Pak army ? If not, why not ? 

Lastly, will Government issue a timebound ultimatum to the 
Government of Pakistan, as was done by the late Pandit Nehru in 1950 
in a situation of much lesser danger, to stop killing of the Indian citizens 
in Bangladesh, stop the brutal uprooting of the people of Bangladesh 
and pushing them to India and also to stop the barbarous genocide of the 
people of Bangladesh, and failing that, whether the Government of India 
will undertake direct action against the Pak army to defend Indian 
national security and save the lives, honour and properties of the 
Bangalis in Bangladesh; if not, what are the alternative means of the 
Government to defend Indian national security as also the lives and 
properties of the people of Bangladesh ? 

SHRI K. C. PANT ; There were two questions raised by the hon. 
Member, One was why the BSF is only there and why they have only 
light arms. The BSF is there because of the arrangements that were made 
and have persisted over a number of years, by which the BSF is on the 
border and the Army is a little behind. My hon. friend knows this 
arrangement. 

SHRI INDRAJIT GUPTA (Alipore) : That is to be unilaterally 
observed by us only ? 

SHRI K. C. PANT : In this case they are armed with ammunition and 
mortars. So, the remarks that they were left here without adequate arms 
is not correct, and that is why in spite of the strength of the Pakistani 
forces, which according to my information as much more than the BSF, 



the BSF was able to halt them and repulse them effectively and send 
them back. I would request him not to question me too closely and draw 
his conclusions from the result. 

Secondly he asked whether we would be prepared to use the Army in 
case our security needs it. Naturally, depending on the nature of the 
situation we face on the border, by the Pakistan Army. 

SHRI SAMAR GUHA ; I wanted to know about the ground rules, 
why our border forces are observing unilaterally the ground rules when 
they are being persistently violated by the Pakistan Army. 

MR. SPEAKER; You take him to the Control Room sometime. 

SHRI SAMAR GUHA : That is a very important question because a 
ten mile gap has been maintained between our security forces and their 
security forces, and they are persistently violating the ground rules. I 
want to know why no steps have been taken by our Government. That is 
an important question and it should be replied. 

MR. SPEAKER: That was asked yesterday also. 

SHRI INDRAJIT GUPTA : The question was asked yesterday also, 
but he avoided answering it. 

SHRI K. C. PANT ; If my hon. friend gives some thought to the 
matter, he will realise that his question is better upon. 
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SHRI P. VENKATASUBBAIAH (Nandyal) : Do Government feel 
that these are only border skirmishes and tactics adopted by Pakistan to 
mislead world opinion that they are in complete possession of 
Bangladesh or it is a large-scale war attempted by violating our 
international border ? Tf so, are Government aware of the fact that the 
Pakistan Government is massing its troops on hoops on the 620 mile 
border between Bangladesh and our country ? Will Government treat 
this matter seriously and see that our troops are moved to the borders of 
Assam, Meghalaya and Tripura ? 

SHRI K. C. PANT : I cannot say definitely that Pakistani troops are 
massing on the border. The Defence Ministry may be in a better position 
to give information on that. But I do not know generally speaking that 
becuase of the activities of the Mukti Fauj inside Bangladesh, it is not 
easy for the Pakistani Army to disperse its troops in small numbers. 
When they move they move in large columns. It is difficult for them to 
spread themselves all over the border. That is the general position. About 
the specific question, I cannot give the answer. 
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16.59 hrs. 

RESOLUTION RE : RECOGNITION TO 
BANGLADESH 

SHRI SAMAR GUHA (Contai): I beg to move : 

"This Hose resolves that in view of our national commitment to the 
sacred principles of freedom, democracy and socialism and for bringing 
an end to the savage genocide of the people of Bangladesh by the 
Pakistani Army and efficaciously dealing with the vast problems of 
millions of the uprooted refugees and for eventual ushering in a new era 
of peace, progress and prosperity in the sub-continent, the Government 
of the people's Republic of Bangladesh and offer all assistance necessary 
for early consolidation of their national freedom." 

17.00 hrs. 

I consider myself fortunate for getting this opportunity to move this 
momintous resolution in this House today. It is a concidence that a 
similar resolution is now being moved in the British Parliament by the 
leader of the British Labour Party and is supported by 122 other 
Members. In the United States Senate also another similar resolution is 
being moved by Senator Kennedy, the youngest brother of late President 
Kennedy, to give recognition to Bangladesh. 

It is to be remembered that the revolution that is taking place in 
Bangladesh is not an accident of history but the logical end process of 
the internal contradictions that were inherent in the very entity of 
Pakistan. In 1933 when a young student of Cambridge, Rahmatullah, 
who was inspired by the conservative elements, first profounded the idea 
of Pakistan and when that idea was brought to the notice of Mr. 
Zafanillah Khan who was inspired by the conservative elements, first 
profounded the idea of Pakistan and when that idea was brought to the 
notice of Mr. Zafanillah Khan who was a British Official at that time, he 
immediately rejected that idea and said that the whole idea a 'political 
chimera'. This political chimera came into existence and as such internal 
contradictions started from the day of the origin of Pakistan on 14th 
August, 1947 St dead of night. 




I was then in Dacca. 1 left Dacca in 1951 and came to Calcutta. 

1 hope you will allow me a little digression. 1 wrote twenty articles in 
a Calcutta weekly called Juguvani where my whole thesis was that 
independent East Bengal was bound to emerge and that could be the 
solution not only to the problem of minorities but also to the Indo- 
Pakistan problems. I was ridiculed by many friends for such fantastic 
idea at that time. But then I continued writing one book, another book 
and many books on East Bengal issues. In 1964 after the great killings in 
Dacca many people tried to interpret it as communal events. I met 
Shastriji then. I was not a Member of Parliament then. He wanted me to 
put everything in writing and within a few days, I did that in the form of 
a book. About the solution; how we can solve the problems of 
minorities, the first point suggested in this book was; "all possible help 
should be given to the independent East Bengal movement of the 
Bengali people." 

Then again after the Indo-Pakistan war in 1965, I wrote another 
book : "Independent East Bengal". This book sold like hot-cake among 
the students of East Bengal. It was banned by Pakistan Government. It 
was after the Indo-Pakistan conflict that there was a radical 
transformation in the whole political outlook of the Bengalis in East 
Bengal. Again in 1967 after the six point decision was taken by the 
Awami League, I wrote another book not in my own name. I was told by 
friends to write in a pseudo name and I used that. I request you to allow 
me this digression only because I want to say that the evolution in 
Bangladesh is not a mere historical accident. It was inevitable. This 
explosion was the inevitable result of the internal contradictions of 
Pakistan itself. That is why I wanted to draw your attention to the fact 
that although the problems of Bangladesh refugees are so much 
connected with the national revolution in Bangladesh, but that is not the 
major point under consideration. I should say that the freedom of 
Bangladesh by itself is not the whole crux of the problem. What has 
happened in Bangladesh by itself is not the whole crux of the problem. 
What has happened in Bangladesh is a historic and revolutionary event. 
It has immense revolutionary potentiality to change the socio-political 
matrixs of the whole of this sub-continents of India Khyber to Kohima. 

Sir, if Bangladesh's freedom were to become a settled fact, it will 
bring about a qualitative change in the character of political correlations 
among the peoples and among the two powers of the divided sub¬ 
continent. If you look into the whole problem of Bangladesh, from this 
fundamental perspective, then you will realise the importance of it, the 
mpmentous character of it, the revolutionary character of it as also the 
historic call that the millions of Bangladesh martyrs with their blood 



have given to you, first, to the Indian people and then to humanity at 
large. That is the reasons why I want to ask whether the Government is 
alive to this immense revolutionary potentiality that is before us today as 
generated by the national revolution in Bangladesh. 

A few days before, the Prime Minister said in the Rajya Sabha that 
"we will be through hell to meet the situation arising out of the 
revolution in Bangladesh. Well, the people of India will readily, gladly 
go through hell and will undergo all sufferings, provided this 
Government has the these courage, has the gut, has the determination to 
take positive action, to take firm decision firstly in giving recognition to 
Bangladesh and thus facilitating the process of completed the national 
revolution of Bangladesh its thereafter consolidating it. If the 
Government takes that positive action, I have no doubt that the whole of 
the Indian people will rise as one man to support the Government, stand 
behind it and today through all the suffering, even to hell. 

Two months and a half have passed but what is the attitude of the 
Government ? The people of India are feeling that the Government at the 
moment is pursuing a policy of drift and dodgery with the issue that is 
facing Bangladesh today. Therefore, it is our apprehension : yes; we are 
ready to go through hell, but our country is not ready to go into hell, but 
to get out of it. By their callousness, I should say, the Government has 
allowed the situation to develop which was the crisis of Pakistan into a 
disaster for India. 

With this preamble about the basic nature of the problems facing us 
today, I want to draw your attention to the fact that our Government, the 
Prime Minister and other Ministers on more than one occassion said that 
the issue of recognition of Bangladesh is under their active consideration 
and constant review. This means evidently that our Government do not 
deny the claim of legitimacy of the sovereignty of Bangladesh. With 
them, it is a question of expediency; it is question of time; when and 
how this recognition will be given. 

A few days before, the Prime Minister said that recognition will be 
given, and a right decision about recognition will be taken at the light 
time. Well, the Government has not made any clarification as to what is 
the right time, what are the circumstantial factors that will ripen the 
situation or when the situation will mature for them to take a decision at 
the right moment. The Government is maintaining strict silence about it. 
Not only that; they are even refusing to share the reasoning with the 
Members of Parliament as to what are the factors, the circumstantial 
factors, that will determine the right time for taking a right decision in 
regard to Bangladesh. 



But what is the will of the people ? Most of the State legislatures in 
India have passed unanimous resolutions and all Congress members 
subscribing to it and asking the Central Govermnent to give immediate 
recognition to Bangladesh. Some of the Cabinet Ministers and very 
important leaders of the Ruling Congress have publicly, stated that 
Government should given immediate recognition to Bangladesh. All the 
opposition parties in the Parliament except the Muslim League, were 
unanimous that it is the right time for recognition. Eminent jurists who 
have the capacity to go into international laws about sovereignty, from 
Mr. Chagla to Mr. Setalvad, have unanimously said that Government 
should give immediate recognition to Bangladesh. At innumerable 
public meetings people have demanded the immediate recognition of 
Bangladesh. A few days ago, when the Bangladesh parliamentary 
delegation addressed members of both Houses in the Central Hall, when 
they appealed to you to give immediate recognition to Bangladesh, there 
was a thundering cheer from all sides, both from Lak Sabha and Rajya 
Sabha members. What do these facts indicate ? It indicates very largely 
that the national consensus is in favour of giving immediate recognition 
to Bangladesh. But our Government is either isolated from the will of 
the people, or the will of the people is isolated from our Government. A 
big hiatus has developed between the Government and the people. The 
Government claims the monopoly of wisdom to decide right moment for 
a right decision, whereas all sections of our people have given the 
verdict that already the right time has passed; and urged the Government 
not to miss the bus again and again. 

Government wants to wait for the right time. It means, we want time. 
Naturally as a corollary, it means, you want to give Pakistan time also. 
Pakistan is more will, more conspiratorial than you can imagine to be. 
They will go to the lowest levels, which you cannot think of. They will 
utilise this time for consolidation of their military force, to crush the 
revolutionary movement, to create quislings and puppets there, to 
unleash the war of communalism for perpetuation of political theocracy 
in Bangladesh, to drive out the Hindus, to create communal trouble in 
India and to create international complications. On your part, you also 
want time. Do you think the millions of refugees are nothing but a mass 
of inert matter ? They are also susceptible to anger and anxiety. You 
cannot expect to control them by your dictates from New Delhi, Already 
so many social, economic and political problems have been created. 
There is the problem of law and order. There is tension between the local 
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people and the refugees. These things are bound to happen. It will create 
colossal problems for you. Therefore, this time factor will react more on 



you than it will affect Pakistan. It will give an opportunity to Pakistan to 
create more conspiracy and to put you in more troubles. 

What to speak of acting, our Government has not even reacted to the 
different political moves of Pakistan, from genocides at the beginning, 
now on the communal war. This communal war is the last attempt, I 
should say, on the part of Pakistan to sabotage the freedom movement 
there, and you have not even reacted. 

The only one step that the Government have taken is that they have 
sent Shri Swaran Singh and some other Ministers to the countries abroad 
for rousing world conscience. Would it not have been the strategy the 
real politik of you had first given recognition and then went to the 
different countries of the world, to create opinion in favour of 
recognition of Bangladesh ? That would have perhaps set a process of 
re-thinking in the minds of many of the world powers. Our government 
knows it very well that no power in the world wants that the existence of 
Pakistan should no longer be. They want to create conflict and keep the 
balance between India and Pakistan. What about the United States of 
America ? Even today you would have found the news of their pressing 
India for having restraint. They have asked both India and Pakistan to be 
restrained. Pakistan, the killer, the murderer, the butcher who committed 
genocide, those who have killed thousands of mothers and sisters of 
Bangladesh those who have kidnapped many mothers and sisters, the 
U.S. Government want to equate that criminal Pakistan with India. 

Because you have not given them recognition. So when Shri Swaran 
Singh goes to countries he cannot advocate recognition; he can only 
speak about the refugee problem; no ba$ic issue can be raised and no 
question of rousing world opinion about genocide could be broached. 
You cannot even advocate for the democratic right of the people of 
Bangladesh. You have only one thing, begging, begging of the world, 
wailing before the world that the whole of our country is going to be 
swamped by the refugees. 

You have adopted a wrong strategy. If on the contrary, your 
representations had gone with a firm decision,—you know in the world 
today a right decision, a firm decision has its own logic, its own action 
and reaction—that would have at least compelled countries like 
Yugoslavia and others to follow India is giving recognition to 
Bangladesh. 

There has been another wrong choice. It is known to evryday that 
Shri Swaran Singh was opposed not only to recognition but even to 
taking an}^ positive action on Bangladesh. What is the result ? When this 
gentleman has gone abroad as the sopkesman of the Indian Government, 



naturally his subjective predilections will play a major part and it has 
already done so. Now, what is it that he has talked ? What right has Shri 
Swaran Singh to talk about political solution, political settlement within 
the framework of Pakistan, when the Mukti Fouz and the Awami League 
say that there is no power on earth to resurrect Pakistan in Bangladesh ? 
I should say that the government spokesman who has come to act this 
way—it will be a very strong word, if I use it; I do not want to complete 
it; I should say the spokesman acted like an imperialist power in 
canvassing a political solution within the framework of Pakistan. 

The Prime Minister that day told the House that our government is 
not going to accept the death of Bangladesh. These are her words. But I 
should say that in political diplomacy India has got into the trap of 
international cliques, international intrigues and international pressure 
tacties and we have got involved in their ways of bringing about a 
political solution for Bangladesh. The Prime Minister said that she will 
not accept the death of Bangladesh. But I should say with regret that by 
the political utterances, the political dialogues, the communique issued 
from the different State capitals of the world, Shri Swaran Singh has 
prepared the ground for writing the document of death warrant for 
Bangladesh. 

The Mukti Fouz and the Awami League have categorically stated 
that there is only one political solution and that solution is the immediate 
withdrawal of the Pakistan army of occupation from Bangladesh and 
allowing the elected representatives of the people of Bangladesh to have 
their own Sovereign Constituent Assembly to draw up their own 
National Constitution for Bangladesh. 

That is the only solution. There is no other solution. There cannot be 
any solution whatsoever within the framework of Pakistan. I warn you 
about this from my personal experience. I have had many dialogues with 
the freedom fighters. You must remember, these freedom fighters are not 
members of the Awami League. They are not members of any political 
party. They have been recruited from the East Bengal Regiment, former 
East Pakistan Rifles, Ansars and ordinary police ranks. You should also 
remember that 50 per cent members of the East Bengal Regiment had 
been killed on the 25th night; 50 per cent of the East Pakistan Rifles has 
been butchered and machinegunned. None of you has gone to border 
area and met them and felf the depth of their anger, agony and hatred 
against the Pakistan Army. Some of the Bangladesh Government 
officers, who have lost their parents and near and dear ones, said, "If any 
Government had any understanding with Pakistan or any political 
solution within the framework of Pakistan, we tell you that party will be 



thrown out. The people or the Mukti Fouj are not going to tolerate any 
kind of a political settlement within the framework of Pakistan. Pakistan 
is dead or us. Bangladesh is our land. Freedom for Bangladesh is an 
absolute reality.” 

Today we find that in our country a feeling is developing that our 
Government from exuberant initial enthusiam are now showing a strange 
attitude of indecision and bewilderment. Our Government's attitude can 
be described as one of hesitation to vacillation, from vacillation to 
indecision, from indecision to prevarication, from prevarication to 
quandary and then, in the ultimate stage, of a stance of complete 
emasculation. They are only using brave, courageous words, I think, to 
keep up some sentiment alive in the country and among the people of 
Bangladesh. 

This is a pathetic scene. Why it is so, I do not know. May be, our 
Government is not getting the green signal from somewhere else, 
although they boast of always pursuing an independent policy. 

There are other dangerous things. I was feeling hesitant I should 
raise this matter in this House. Among the people not only rumours but 
gossip and talks are going on.** 

I want to remind the Government that in 1950 I was the first man to 
escape from Dacca. I came straight here and met Panditji.** 

But I think, in their apprehension it may be a political camouflage— 
these gossips and rumours have been set to roll.** 

MR. CHAIRMAN ; Mr. Samar Guha, you are giving certain facts. 
But you must apply your mind how it will be used. 

SHRI SAMAR GUHA : That is why I have not said it categorically, 1 
have said that gossip is going on. The Government should clarify it. It 
may not be a camouflage for inaction of political elements.** 

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE (Kanpur): Sir, may I make a submission ? 1 
fully appreciate the sentiments of Mr. Samar Guha. He has said 
something out of emotion. In my opinion, it should not go to the press, 
about the Army Chief, etc. 

SHRI INDRAJIT GUPTA (Alipore) : I go a step further than Mr. 
Banerjee. Let this tiling not go on record.** 

At least, that was unknown to me. 

SHRI SAMAR GUHA : It was known to everybody. 

SHRI INDRAJIT GUPTA : I do not know whether it is a historical 
fact also. 

SHRI SAMAR guha : Without waiting for protocol, immediately 
Mr. Liaqut Ali was flown from Karachi to Delhi. I know that. 



SHRl S. M. BANERJEE : In 1950, Panditij had always believed in 
good relations with Pakistan. The entire world knows it. This should not 
go on record. 

MR. CHAIRMAN : Mr. Samar Guha, we all agree that we want to 
serve the cause of Bangladesh and want to do no harm to the nation. 
This is the purpose. But if I allow that on recordc, we do not know how 
it will be used. I think, you will not mind if I remove it from the record. 

SHRI SAMAR GUHA : I will not claim my individual wisdom to 
pevail upon others. If the House thinks so, I quite agree. Neither our 
armed forces should be unjustly blamed. But I should asy only that our 
political leaders should clarify the position as to why they are not taking 
action. What will be the criteria, what will be the circumstantial 
condtions which they will consider as sufficiently mature for taking a 
right moment ? 

My apprehension is that the Government is hestitating because a 
feeling has developed in the minds of the Government that if recognition 
is given to Bangladesh, it will inevitably lead to an armed conflict with 
Pakistan. I do not know how this will follow. There are many instances 
where a neighbouring country has given recognition to other national 
emerging country. But that did not follow an armed conflict with the 
other country. Even if it follows, even if there is an armed conflict 
between India and Pakistan, I do not know what can be the more 
opportune occasion, opportune moment, to cauageously handle the 
situation in Bangladesh. Because the Pakistan Government, I should say, 
have failed to have their military balance. They have shifted 2.5 
divisions from West Pakistan to Bangladesh. There is the military 
imbalance in the disposition of Pak Army. You know the economic crisis 
developing in Pakistan. You know the world pressure is growing against 
them. Therefore, there is the last chance of having an armed conflict with 
Pakistan. Even if Pakistan undertakes any misadventure against India, it 
will prove fatal to Pakistan and not to India. 

There is another apprehension. One think I should say. Propaganda is 
being made in this country as if the economic crisis developing in 
Pakistan will being about the structural collapse of the political edifice of 
Pakistan from within. It is absolutely a wrong speculation. 

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE : As long as America is helping, that will 
not happen. 

SHRI SAMAR GUHA : Not only America, UK and others are there, 
who want the Pakistan should exist in its present form. They will not 
allow Pakistan to collapse from within due to economic reason. 

There is another apprehension in the mind of our Government that if 



there is an armed conflict between India and Pakistan as a result of 
giving recognition to Bangladesh, China may come in. Sir, I should say 
one think our Government is making a costly mistake. They have sent 
emissaries to almost all the countries of the world-big and small. 1 do 
not understand why our Government do not try to open a dialogue with 
China on the issue of Bangladesh. At least, we have 3 weapon an 
ideological weapon, to use against China. China, for the last, I should 
say 25 years, has been carrying on propaganda day in and day out diat 
they are helping the world by spreading and aiding national liberation 
movements. Taking advantage of their own commitment to national 
liberation movement, our Government should have approached China 
and opend a dialogue with them about the national liberation movement 
in Bangladesh. We should also take notice of one thing. China has not 
categorically mentioned anything about Bangladesh. They are 
maintaining scrupulous silence about Bangladesh. They have not uttered 
a word in support of Pakistan against Bangladesh. They have said 
something in favour of Pakistan, but categorically, they have not said 
anything yet about Bangladesh. 

SHRI M. RAM GOPAL REDDY (Nizamabad) : They said that they 
would maintain the integrity of Pakistan. 

SHRI SAMAR GUHA : At least I have not seen so far the official 
communique. When the C-in-C and the Defence Minister of Pakistan 
went to China and met Chou En Lai, certain statement was made. They 
said that China would help Pakistan and will be with Pakistan on 
Kashmir issue. They have not mentioned a single word about 
Bangladesh. 

SHRI P. K. DEO (kalahandi): They have supplied them gun-boats. 

SHRI SAMAR GUHA : That they will do. All the big powers are 
doing that from America to Russia. Even Russia is giving them 
electronic equipment to be sent to Chittagong for setting up a new 
factory there. And the gun-boats that Pakistan is using in Bangladesh are 
supplied by USA, by France and other countries, not by China alone. 

I should also like to draw the attention of the House to the volte face 
of the politics of China in regard to her post-War world diplomcay. 

After 1950, America was the in, veterate imperialist enemy of China. 
But now China is trying to get into the UNO through the window of 
Washington. 

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE: Ping-pong diplomacy. 

SHRL SAMAR GUHA : Sir, you should remember China is a very 
seasoned, conservative country, diplomatically very conservative in its 



outlook. It does not easily change its policy. This we should remember. 
This radical change in the diplomacti posture of China vis-a-vis US is 
not a casual political game in the international field. It is a calculated 
move to get a seat in the UNO and to get other economic benefits from 
USA. Do you think that China is interested in Viatnam, Laos or 
Cambodia ? Now here they are physically involved, directly involved. 
They have given help to them. They may give help to Pakistan too in the 
eventuality of a conflict between India and Pakistan but there is no 
possibility that China will sacrifice here own national intrest and the new 
stance of repprochment between China and USA is just to help Pakistan 
and jump into East Bengal. The apprehension that China will directly get 
us involved in any operational commitment between India and Pakistan 
is a wrong apprehension. Even for diplomatic reasons, we should try to 
enter into diedogue with China. 

Immediate recognition should be given to Bangladesh. That is the 
only way you can help. There will be no necessity for arms even but 
they want this help from you, of recognition. If you go to border areas 
you find hundreds and thousands of university and college boys willing 
to die for their liberty and freedom. Their Mukti Fouz is fighting the 
Pakistan army very well. What they are fighting with ? —Meagre food, 
meagre clothing, meagre bedding, no amenities for them. Your 
recognition will bring about a qualitative change in the national 
revolution in Bangladesh; it will galvanize them and there will be 
onfidence in the hearts and minds of the people of Bangladesh. It will 
help them to consolidate themselves; to liberate and have consolidation 
of their freedom and liquidate the army of Pakistan. The Mukti Fouz has 
made the Pakistan army demoralised. So many reports have come in the 
Press. These are correct reports. They are penetrating inside, even inside 
Dacca. They have attacked Dacca aerodrome; they have blasted the 
powerhouse inside Dacca. These young men have such a fine spirit but 
we are not helping these fine, dedicated souls, to achieve and consolidate 
their freedom. 

The Prime Minister had the image that she successfully projected 
before the people of India which shot her into a summit of absolute 
power. That image was an image of courage, confidence and decision. 

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE (Gwalior) : What is the image 
now ? 

SHRI SAMAR GUHA : I do not want to belittle her because I am 
very concious of the reality that we, in the Opposition, may creat public 
pressure, public opinion, we may exert all our might, but nevertheless, 
ultimately, the decision has to be taken by her. At this critical moment I 



do not want to denigrate her. But may I remind my friends, diose who 
are with her : You are getting isolated from the will of the people; you 
are getting isolated from the conscience of the people. The Prime 
Minister's image is changing. It is now appearing as an image of a 
prisoner of indecision and timidity. 

AN HON' MEMBER ; Vajpayee ji has provoked him. 

SHRI SAMAR GUHA : This revolutionary opportunity is not only 
involved with the fate of the refugees of Bangladesh, not even with the 
fate of the freedom of Bangladesh alone, but is an opportunity which 
will radically change the whole character of our sub-continent. As soon 
as Bangladesh becomes independent, that will bring about a radical 
change in West Pakistan, a revolutionary change—a new era, a new 
millieu will start maturing in this sub-continent of India. A new outlook 
and mentality will develop and envelope the whole of the Indian sub¬ 
continent. You should seize this revolutionary opportunity. You talk of 
revolution; you talk of socialism; this revolutionary opportunity, if 
seized upon, will bring about a radical transformation, a qualitative 
reorientation in the lives of the whole people of our sub-continent, — 
from Khyber to Kohima. Can you rise to the occasion and seize this 
opportunity to resolve for good and post-Partition tragedies and miseries, 
that have taken the toll of millions of lives, that have produced tears in 
the eyes of millions of our mothers, sisters and parents ? This is a unique 
revolutionary opportunity. Either the Government will seize this, or as 
the Prime Minister inadvertently expressed they will go through hell; I 
say, no, they will not be able to go through hell, but they will get into the 
hell; that will be the fate of our country, if our Government continues its 
policy of drift and dodgery about Bangladesh. 

MR. CHAIRMAN : There are some amendments to the resolution. 
Hon. Members who wish to move them may do so now. 

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE : I beg to move ; 

"That in the resolution, for 'give immediate recognition to the 
Government of the people's Republic of Bangladesh and offer all 
assistance necessary for early consideration of their national freedom', 
substitute 'recognise the People's Republic of Bangladesh before 30-6- 
1971 and offer all assistance to them." 

The resolution as moved by Shri Samar Guha says 'give immediate 
recognition'. The word 'immediate' may mean today or it may mean after 
three months. So, my substitute amendment is that it should be 
recognised before 30th June, 1971.1 want that a definite date should be 
fixed, so that by 1st July, we shall be able to offer all assistance. 1 hope 
my hon. friend would accept this amendment, because he wants 
immediate recognition of Bangladesh. 
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MR. CHAIRMAN: These amendments are now before the House. 

SHRI KRISHNA HALDER (Ausgram): Mr. Chairman, Sir, 1 want to 
speak today in my mother-tongue Bengali. 

*Mr. Chairman, Sir, I want to speak today in my mother tongue, 
Bengali. Sir, it is a matter of great regret to people of India, a great 
shame to the Government of India that a non-official resolution had to be 
brought forward in this House pleading for the recognition of 
Bangladesh. It is known to the entire world what happened in 
Bangladesh before the present liberation struggle started there. In the 
present Bangladesh—previously known as East Pakistan—60 per cent 
of the total population of Pakistan live there and it is the biggest unit of 
Pakistan. It is also known to everybody that the people of Bangladesh 
had to resort to a serious agitation in order to get official recognition for 
their mother tongue. They demanded that their language should be given 
official status and it should be used in official work. 

The military rulers of Pakistan were earning foreign exchange worth 
crores of rupees from the Jute grown in East Bengal. So long the people 
of East Bengal had been subject to economic exploitation by the military 
rulers of West Pakistan. The people there were deprived of their 
constitution and democratic rights. The protest against economic 
exploitation and political domination by West Pakistan found its first 
expression in the language agitation. But reactionary rulers of West 
Pakistan tried to suppress that language movement through brute force 
and the soil of Bangladesh was drenched with the blood of many 
martyrs. 

After the downfall of Ayub Khan, the military rulers again tried to 
deprive the people of Bangladesh of their constitutional and democratic 
rights. Even the minimum basic human rights were denied to them; so 
they again struggled against military authorities through constitutional 
means in order to establish their human rights. When the people of 
Bangladesh saw hope in getting back their constitutional and democratic 
rights after their massive victory in the election, the Pakistani rulers 
again tried to suppress their democratic aspirations with the help of an 
organised and mechanised army. It was an attempt to suppress the 



democratic aspirations of the people through brute force. Sir, it is known 
to everybody that since Bangabandhu Mujibur Rahman stood against the 
military rulers of Pakistan for democratic rights of his people, he was 
arrested on Mse and imaginary charges and now he is passing his days 
in detention without trial. 

Sir, the people of Bangladesh have sacrihed their blood in order to 
secure their democratic rights from the military rulers of Pakistan. Many 
of them have already become martyrs. It is ^own to the entire world 
that after undergoing so much sacrifice and suffering the people of 
Bangladesh have been able to secure their rights from the military rulers 
of Pakistan. They have proved to the world that military might is not the 
most important factor in human affairs. If a nation, though unarmed, 
fights unitedly with determination the sacritice for their democratic 
rights, there is no power on earth which can subjugate that nation. When 
Ayub Khan wanted to suppress the democratic movement in Bangladesh 
how much blood the people of present Bangladesh shed for achieving 
their rights, is known to everybody. After so much struggle and sacrifice 
the people of Bangladesh got their democratic rights in spite of 
resistance from the West Pakistan rulers. The people of Bangladesh gave 
their electoral verdict in favour of democracy. The verdict in the 
election, given by the people of Bangladesh, has no parallel in the 
history of world. In this election the Awami League Party, under the 
leadership Bangabandhu Mujibur Rahman, got absolute majority not 
only in East Bengal but also in entire Pakistan. Mujibur Rahman and the 
people of Bangladesh fought for their democartic rights in the election 
on the basis of 6-point progranunes. They did not demand separation 
from Pakistan. They fought for self-government. They wanted to put an 
end to economic exploitation of which they became a victim for a long 
time. The wealth that was being produced by the peasants of Bangladesh 
through their hard labour, a major portion of that was always taken away 
by the West Pakistani rulers for their own benefit. The people of 
Bangladesh were denied their legitimate share in the wealth that was 
produced by their hard labour. So East Bengal was turned into a colony 
of West Paldstan and was a victim of constant economic exploitation by 
the West Pakistani rulers. That is why the people of Bangladesh raised 
their voice against the economic exploitation of West Paldstan. Their 
demand was that except for defence and foreign affairs the people of 
Bangladesh will have control over the entire administrative matters. But 
this demand of the people for democratic rights was suppressed through 
treachery. Taking advantage of the political dialogue which was going on 
between Yahya Khan and Mujibur Rahman, the West Pakistani rulers 
brought thousands of soldiers from West Pakistan. After the Army was 



fully reinforced, the Pakistan soldiers, equipped with all modern 
weapons, jumped over the unarmed people of Bangladesh. So 
democratic aspirations of the people were throuttled down by using brute 
force. Already, more than five lakhs people have become martyrs. The 
parallel of such a treachery we do not find in the history of .Jiy part of 
the world, except perhaps in Vietnam. 

Sir, my party, CPM, believes that danger to parliamentary democracy 
does not come from the general masses; it comes from the ruling party. 
When the ruling party finds that parliamentary democracy is not going to 
serve its vested interests, it tries to destroy it. The same thing happened 
in the case of Bangladesh. When the military rulers found that with the 
establishment of parliamentary democracy in Pakistan it would not be 
possible to exploit any more the people of Bangladesh, they were out to 
destroy the yet-born parliamentary democracy there. Therefore, when 
the interests of the ruling class is in conflict with the parliamentary 
democracy, the ruling party dose not hesitate to destroy the sacred entity 
of parliamentary democracy in order to safeguard its vested interests. 

The resolution that was passed in Parliament in support of 
Bangladesh was due to the pressure exerted by the entire opposition 
parties upon the Government. The Government of India had to bow 
down before the wishes of the entire opposition parties. When the 
resolution was adopted in Parliament, the entire opposition parties 
demanded full support to the cause of Bangladesh. But at that time only 
partial support was shown to the independence movement in 
Bangladesh. We hoped that the Government of India would bring 
forward some proposal for the full support to the Bangladesh 
Government. But after 25th March two and half months have passed and 
yet nothing has been done by our Government. The Government of India 
have rather made an appeal to other countries to the world for giving 
recognition to the Bangladesh Government in spite of our full support to 
the freedom struggle there. Even we have gone to other countries of the 
world with begging bowls for solving the refugee problem, it must give 
immediate recognition to the Bangladesh Government as it will inspire 
the refugees to go back to their homes with confidence. As the freedom 
struggle in Bangladesh will take a new turn, the refugees, if they go back 
to their homes, will come forward to participate in the liberation 
struggle. So there is not alternative way to solve the problems of 
Bangladesh refugees excepting this one. Of course, the Government may 
try to solve the refugees problem otherwise. It is the opinion of many 
people that 55 to 65 lakhs refugees have already come to India. In order 
to solve the refugee problem completely, the only way, I feel, is to 
recognise the provisional Government of Bangladesh inunediately. We 



have got blood relationship with the people of Bangladesh. I am not 
saying this on account of my being a Bengali. You know Sir, that the 
people of both the countries fought together against the British 
imperialist powers for long to achieve their independence. But it is a 
matter of great regret that because of the weakness of national movement 
India was partitioned. The British imperialist power wanted that both 
India and Pakistan whould fight each other continuously as that would 
serve their vested interests. The British imperialist power wanted to play 
this game of treachery with India and Pakistan always our to imperialist 
interest. Sir, lakhs of people in Bangladesh have already sacrificed their 
blood as they understood the conspiracy of the British imperialist power 
and rose against it. They are continuing their freedom struggle. They are 
fighting against the vested interests of the imperialist forces. 

13.00 his. 

Sir, a similar struggle is going on the West Bengal. The people of 
West Bengal are fighting for their democratic rights. The Central 
Government is treading a dangerous path there. They want to crush the 
constitutional rights of the people of West Bengal. In the entire State 
section 144 of the IPC has l^en imposed. People are being detained on 
false charges under the prevention Detention Act. The CRP and military 
personnel haYe been deployed there. People are receiving in human 
treatment in the hands of CRP men. Therefore, if the Government really 
wants to support the cause of Bangladesh then the people of West 
Bengal should be given to enjoy freedom and their constitutional rights, 
they should save them from the torture of CRP and military personnel. 
But, alas ! the Government is determined to pass the Maintenance of 
internal security Ordinance. By passing this lagislation, the Central 
Government wants to turn the State of West Bengal into a Police State. 
Sir, before the present resolution was taken up for consideration, another 
resolution was discussed by the House and the subject matter of that 
resolution was related to the Centre-States relationship. That resolution 
was an important one. Our party has already demand^ that in order to 
establish true democracy in the country all the States should be given 
more autonomy. Not only this. The State Government should be given 
more financial powers. If this demand is not accepted by the Central 
Government, what course future history of India will take is not known 
to any one. Even nobody in this House can predict it. 

At the end 1 would say that immdediate recognition may be given to 
the Bangladesh Government. I would also appeal to the socialist 
Countries and Afro-Asian countries to come forward in recognising the 
Government of Bangladesh. I would also appeal to the progressive 
forces of the world to assist the freedom fighters in Bangladesh by 



recognising an international brigade as it was done to fight the Fascist 
forces in Spain. 

Sir, lakhs of refugees are living in camps and now they have become 
victims of cholera epidemic. We are not concerned with what other 
countries have done for the refugees or for the freedom movement in 
Bangladesh. But we are surely concerned with the freedom movement in 
Bangladesh because of our blood relationship with the people there. Not 
only this, we fought together against the British properialist power for 
our independence. 

Sir, India claims to be the biggest democracy in the world. In order 
to justify that and the Government of India should recognise 
immediately the Government of Bangladesh as that Government is 
fighting for the establishment of democracy there. By recognising the 
Government of Bangladesh the Government of India will set an example 
before other nations of the world. I know that because of the pressure of 
American imperialists the Government of India is hesitating to give 
recognition to the Bangladesh Government. I demand that the 
provisional Government of Bangladesh be recognise immediately. This 
demand has also been made by crores of people of India. So acceptance 
of my demand means the acceptance of people's demand. By giving 
recognition to the Bangladesh the Government of India will definitely do 
justice to the people of Bangladesh who are struggling hard for their 
independence. With these words, I conclude my speech. Thank you. 
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"The Government's policy for East Bengal was spelled out to me in 
the Eastern Command Headquarters at Dacca. It has three elements :- 

(1) The Bengalees will have proved themselves "unreliable" and must 
be ruled by West Pakistan is; 

(2) The Bengalees will have to be reducted along proper lines. The 
"Islamisation of the masses"—this is the official jargon—is 
intended to eliminate secessionist tendencies and provide a strong 
religious bond with West Pakistan; and 

(3) When the Hindus have been eliminated by death and fight, their 
property will be used as a golden carrot to win over the 
underprivileged Muslim middle-class. This will provide the base 
for erecting administrative and political structures in the future." 
"Where are the Bengalis ? I had asked my escorts in the strangely 
empty streets of Dacca a few days earlier. 'The have gone to the 
village' was the stock reply. Now, in the country side, there were 
still no Bengaless. Comilla town, like Dacca was heavily shuttered. 
And in ten miles on the road to Laksham, part silent villages, the 
peasants I saw could have been counted the figure of both hand." 
"Discussing the problem in his plush air-conditioned office in 
Karachi recently, the Chairman of the Agricultural Development 
Bank, Mr. Qumi, said bluntly : "The famine is the result of their 
acts of sabotage. So, let them die. Perhaps, the Bengalis will come 
to their senses." 
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CALLING ATTENTION TO MATTER OF URGENT PUBLIC 

IMPORTANCE 

REPORTED CARRYING OF AMERICAN ARMS TO PAKISTAN BY 

TWO PAKISTANI SHIPS 
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THE MINISTER OP EXTERNAL AFFAIRS (SHRI SWARAN 
SINGH) ; Government appreciate and share the concern of all sections 
of this House about the reported shipment of certain items of military 
equipment from the United States to Pakistan recently. The New Your 
Times report of June 22 about two ships, "Sunderbans" and "Padma" 
flying the flag of Pakistan, having sailed from New York on the 8th of 
May and 21st of June respectively, with cargo of the United States 
military equipment seems to be substantially correct. Some Hon. 
Members : Shame, shame ! Our Anibassador in Washington took up the 
matter immediately on receipt of this report with the Under Secretary of 
State on the evening of 22nd June. The matter was also taken up with the 
U.S. Embassy in New Delhi on 23rd June. According to the U.S. 
Government, no foreign military sales to Pakistan have been authorised 
or approved since March 25; and no export licences have been issued for 
commercial purchases in U.S. since March 25; nor have export licences 
been renewed since that date. The U.S. Government has further stated 
that the New York Times article is incorrect in stating that such 
shipments included 8 aircraft. According to them, no aircraft are on 
board these vessels. The U.S. Government have, however, admitted that 
it is possible that foreign military sales items authorised or approved 




prior to March 25, have been delivered to the dock-side since that date 
•and may be abroad the two ships referred to in the New York Times. 
They have further stated that it was also possible that commercially 
purchased items were export licences were required and were issued 
before March 25, may be abroad these ships. Further, there are some 
items for which export licences are not required. So it is possible that 
some such items are also on the ships. They have stated that it is thus 
probable that these ships do carry items of military equipment resulting 
from actions taken prior to March 25. 

The Under Secretary of State has appreciated our concern and 
expressed regret that this loophole regarding past authorisations had not 
been brought to our notice. He has further explained that full facts 
regarding what had been covered by export licences issued in the past, 
the shipments of which have not been effected, were still not known and 
he could not, therefore, say that there would be no further shipments yet 
to be made. He has however added that up to the moment they had not 
come to any conclusion on this subject and they were examining the 
matter. 

We have pointed out of the U.S. Government that any accretion of 
military strength to Pakistan, particulary in the present circumstances 
when military oppression and atrocities are being let loose on the un¬ 
armed and defenceless people of Bangladesh, would not only pose a 
threat to the peace and security of this sub-continent but the whole 
region. What is more, it would not only amount to a condonation of 
these atrocites, but could be construed as an encouragement to their 
continuation. We have stressed that this is not merely a technical matter, 
but a matter of grave concern involving social, economic, political and 
security considerations. 

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE (Kanpur) : We expect more from you. We 
have heard more from the U.S. Embassy yesterday. What about these 
two ships ? (Interruptions) 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH : You intervened at a wrong moment. You 
hear the next sentence. 

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE : What about the future ? What is your 
view ? 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH : I am stating the position. Why don't you 
have patience ? 

We have, therefore, urged the U.S. Government that they should try 
to stop the two ships which have already sailed, from delivering military 
items to Pakistan and, in any case, to give an assurance that no further 
shipments of military stores will be allowed even under "past 



authorisations". The United States Government have promised to give 
urgent consideration to this matter and we are awaiting their response. 

We hope that the U.S. Government which cherishes.... Some Hon. 
Members; Shame ! Shame ! 

SHRIS. M. BANERJEE : It is shame on you. They are butchering the 
people of Bangladesh. You only hope. We expect something more from 
you.... {Interruptions). 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH : You cannot deny me the right to make my 
statement. I do not think you can control my statement. You may go on 
shouting. But you cannot control my statement. It is my statement, not 
yours. You can put any questions you like. 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH : We hope that the U.S. Government which 
cherishes the principle of democracy and freedom, will not encourage 
the wanton violation of these principle which is taking place in Bangla 
Desh today by the shipment of any kind of military weapon, spare parts, 
etc. as long as the military authorities of Pakistan do not stop their 
military atrocities and come to a peaceful political settlement with the 
duly elected representatives of Bangla Desh and thus bring about a 
stoppage of the further influx of refugees and the safe and early return, 
under credible guarantees, of the large numbers of refugees who have 
already crossed over into India. 
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We have pointed out to the U.S. Government that any accretion of 
military strength of Pakistan, particularly in the present circumstances 
when military oppression and atrocities are being let loose on the 
unarmed and defenceless people of Bangla Desh.... 
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SHRI SWARAN SINGH ; I shall try to be brief in my replies. I am 
prepared to use the word 'genocide'. We have used it in other international 
forums. If that pleases my hon. friend, I am prepared to use it. But the 
expressions that I have used are not in way less stringent or less full of 
condemnation of what is happening in Bangla Desh. 

About the second question that he has asked, namely why the U.S. 
Government has not stopped the movement of these ships, I would like to 
submit that this is precisely what we are asking them to do. This is our 
demand that they should stop these ships and should ensure that deliveries 
are not made to Pakistan. 

SHRI ATAL BIHARl VAJPAYEE: What was their reaction ? 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH: I have replied in my statement already that we 
have not yet got any. My hon. friend has also reinforced us by his 
demonstration and we appreciate that. 

His third question was about the list of equipment. 1 am sorry that we 
are unable... 
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SHRISWARAN SINGH: I agree that if the United States wants and they 
decide, they can stop; there is no doubt about it. We are not asking them to 
do something which is impossible. We are asking them to do what they 
should do, and this is precisely what we are doing... 

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA (Begusarai) : Can they stop the 
Pakistani ships ? I do not know how he readily agreed. 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH : I do nor know how he appears to be so 
diffident. 

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA : Let him take some other effective 
s(eps. 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH : About the list of equipment, I am sorry that 
we have not got any list of equipment that might be on those ships which are 
Pakistani ships. 

As regards the fourth question, it is correct that we have been urging 
very strongly the various Governments who are giving economic aid to 
Pakistan to stop giving that economic aid until they reverse the present 
trends in Bangladesh, stop atrocities, facilitate the return of refugees and 
make a settlement with the elected representatives of Bangladesh. 

His fifth point was the criticism of the statement which I made on arrival 
at Palam. I would like to explain that there was a telegram, that is, a typed 
copy of a telegram which was shown to me and I was told that this was a 
news item which had been received from the United States, and I was asked 
whether that news was correct and what my reaction was. I said that I could 
not say whether that news was correct and that I would have to check up, 
but if that news was correct then it was against ail assurances, and we were 
totally opposed to it. That was the second part of my statement which I 
wanted the hon. Member to read. 

The sixth point that he has made is that it appears that there were secret 
dealings between Pakistan and the United States. We had been assured in the 
matter of arms supply that after this outbreak of trouble or the outbreak of 
the atrocities and he strating of military action by the military regime against 
the people of Bangladesh they had stopped supplies of all military 
equipment to Pakistan, and it is for this reason that we strongly object that 
this is against the assurances and against what was mentioned to us. 

As regard the last question, I think it was so ridiculous that I need not 
reply to it. I think all his criticisms can be described perhaps as mara chuha. 

SHRI R. V. BADE : Has he received information that one Senator has 
written to the American Government that there are secret dealings between 



the US and Pakistan ? 

SHRISWARAN SINGH : I also had this information. We are grateful to 
those American Senators and the press people who are trying to elicit all 
possible information and to expose some of these dealings. 
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SHRl SWARAN SINGH : I would like to assure the hon. Member, if any 
assurance is required, that he should not have any complex that we are 
afraid of any country, whether it is the United States or any other country. 
We have our own policy and we say clearly what we feel about the attitude 
of any country. We must refuse to accept the dictation of foreign countries 
but I do not accept the phraseology coined by my friend opposite in order to 
express my disapproval of any action that might be taken by them. 

Some of the questions that he has asked are just parts of a speech, but 
still I has carefully tried to find out if he is making many enquiries from me. 
I would try to confine myself only to the points about which he is asking me 
to give any information. 

He has asked why our Embassy was unable to get this information 
before it appeared in the U.S. Newspapers. It should be appreciated that in a 
vast country like the United States, to keep track of all shipments at all 
places is, on any consideration, too large a task to expect any Embassy to 
perform. 

SHRIJYOTIRMOY BOSU : They do it here successfully. 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH; You may have better means of intelligence. 

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU : I said "they". The United states have a 
network of intelligence in our country. 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH ; You may be right. There may be other 
countries also, and we also try to get as much information as we can. 

We also exercise vigilance to the extent that we can. 

AN HON. MEMBER: But you get nothing. 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH : Lots of things which are not known to the 
hon. Members, which we probably may not like to tell them. 
{Interruptions). About all that you do also. We have that information, we 
may not be using that information. 

The next point that he asked is if the United States does not stop the 
ships, what "do we do. We at the present moment have asked them that they 
should stop them, and you cannot expect me to answer a hypothetical 



question. The next question that was asked was. What was the reply of the 
United States to our demands ? I have said in my reply that this was only too 
days old and we were awaiting the reply. 

The last question was about the policy regarding Bangla Desh. I think 
the Prime Minister has from time to time enunciated clearly our sympathy 
and support for the people of Bangla Desh. That has got nothing to do wiUi 
this question which we are trying to tackle in this call attention notice. 

SHRIN. K. SANGHl (Jalore) : The despatch of arms and amunition by 
SS PADMA and SS SUNDARBANS is like adding salt to the wounds of 
millions of people in Inidia. Even as we offered our congratulations to our 
Foreign Minister on his marathon to our visiting so many countries where a 
lot of spade work had been done to explain the reality of the Bangla Desh 
and the genocide that goes on there and the difficulties that have been 
created in our country, unfortunately within 18 hours of his return to India 
we got the news from the New York Times of Arms shipment. Just now the 
hon. Minister has said that he has also received a telegram confirming the 
news published in the New York Times. I am only sorry that till now our 
diplomatic headquarters in America have not set ns any authentic news on 
this subject. This is not an isolated instance of American policy towards 
India. To understand it better we may have to go a little backward. At the 
time of the late John Foster Dulles he enunciated a new policy that those 
who were not allies of America were against America. That was the reason 
why he started shipping lethal weapons, arms and ammunition to countries 
like Pakistan so that India could be kept at bay. 

Coming to the events in Bangla Desh after 25th March, when the 
trouble started America gave a clear assurance that no arms and ammunition 
would be sent to Pakistan. Robert MeLosky of the U.S. States Department 
said on April 16 that no aims would be sent to Pakistan and there was no 
supply on the conduit pipe. He said that no arms would be sent to Pakistan 
even if they were lying in the docks. But what do we see now Shiploads 
have been sent. East West Shipping Agency of America has clearly seated 
that a number of visits have been made by these two ships between America 
and Pakistan carrying arms and ammunition. Many other ships have also left 
after March 25 carrying arms and ammunition. You will appreciate that 
during the Indo-Pakistan conflict logistic experts had given an assessment 
that in case war had continued for another ten days Pakistan would have 
been left without ammunition. They did not have enough supplies. Now it is 
more than three month. More than 90 days have passed since flghting broke 
out and we find that Pakistan has got four divisions in Bangladesh to 
continue its war. Naturally it has got all its supplies from China. America 
and other countries. Pakistan lobby has been much stronger in other 





countries than our diplomatic missions. This has been very clear by the 
recent statement of the Ex-Prime Minister Mr. Harold Wilson who says that 
he was misguided by his officials during the Indo-Pakistan conflict. Seen in 
that background we have to come to some conclusion. What should be our 
attitude in this matter when we find that promises and assurances that the 
American Government had given to us are being flouted regularly ? After 
1965 they said that it was to wean Pakistan away from China, later on they 
said that it was a one time exception. We find again that in spite of the 
categorical assuracne given to us that they would not supply arms to 
Pakistan, they still continue to supply arms. How far can we believe them ? 
Any how I would ask two categorical questions on this matter. Will the 
Government decide here and now to give an ultimatum to the United 
Nations Organisation giving them a specific period to act, say 15 days, 
beyond which India would be left free to take any course of action without 
referring to them and do whatever is necessary to safeguard the interests of 
the country ? Secondly, in view of the present circumstances will the 
Government consider refusing aid and relief from the United States 
Agencies which is like adding insult to injury and humiliation of this 
country ? 

SHRISWARAN SINGH ; Sir, I broadly agree with the analysis and the 
assessment that he has made in the earlier part of his statement. His 
statement was coupled with questions, and I fully agree with his analysis. 
But I am sorry that about the two suggestions that he has made, it will not be 
wise either to give an ultimatum of the type that he has mentioned or to 
refuse economic aid. 
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STATEMENT RE : VISIT BY MINISTER OF 
EXTERNAL AFFAIRS TO CERTAIN COUNTRIES 

MR. SPEAKER: Shri Swaran Singh to make a statement. 

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE (Kanpur) : Sir, before he makes a statement, I 
would only request you that he should also make a statement whether the 
reported news of the third ship going to Pakistan is true. We are all worried 
about it. We have written it to you also. {Interruption) 

THE MINISTER OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS (SHRI SWARAN SINGH) : 
Between ifth and 22nd June, 1971,1 visited Moscow, Bonn, Paris, Ottawa, 
New York, Washington and London, in that order. In each of these capitals I 
had detailed discussions, with the head of Government and the Foreign 
Minister. At the U.N. Headquarters I had discussions with the U.N. 
Secretary General U Thant and h’s colleagues. I also met in every capital a 
number of other Government leauers, legislators, editors; social workers and 
leaders of public opinion. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS : Bangladesh. 

In these discussions the focus of attention and empha. is all was along on 
the grave and serious situation created for India by the influx of 6 million 
refugees from East Bengal and the continuing crisis caused in our region 
due to the massive killings by the West Pakistani military machine in East 
Bengal. 

In Moscow, Bonn, Paris, Washington and London statement were issued 
at the end of my visits, on behalf of the respective Governments in 
consultation with us and these indicate the general line of the reaction of 
host Governments. In Ottawa, Foreign Minister Mitchell Sharp made a 
statement in the Canadian House of Commons which indicates their general 
line. 

Copies of all these Statements are being laid on the Table of the House. 
[Placed in Library. See No. LT-538/71] 

As a result of my talks with the Governments of countries visited by me, 
the following areas of agreement emerged :— 

(i) That there could be no military solution and all military action in 
East Bengal must stop immediately. 





(ii) That the flow of refugees into India from East Bengal must 
immediately stop; 

(iii) That conditions must be created enabling the refugees to return to 
their homes in peace and security, and that this could happen only 
if the refugees could be asured of a secure future in their respective 
homes in East Bengal; 

(iv) That a political solution acceptable to the people of East Bengal 
was the only way of ensuring a return to normalcy; 

(v) That the present situation was grave and fight with serious dangers 
for the peace and security of the region. 

It was generally agreed that the burden placed upon the resources of the 
Government of India by this massive influx of 6 million refugees into this 
country from East Bengal, a process crowded into just a few weeks, was 
intolerable, and that the international community must give assistance in this 
effort, both in cash and in kind. 

I made it clear in each capital that any assistance to the refugees from 
East Bengal was essentially an assistance given to Pakistan, for they are 
nationals of that country, uprooted through deliberate and wanton action on 
the part of their own Government. I also clarified, and it was by and large 
accepted that any military assistance to the military rulers of Pakistan at this 
juncture would have the effect of encouraging and sustaining them in their 
anti-people activity; and any economic assistance to them would be 
tantamount to condoing their deplorable actions in East Bengal... 

SOME HON. MEMBERS : Bangladesh... (Interruptions). 

SHRI SAMAR GUHA (Contai): In Rajya Sabha the Chairman has given 
a ruling East Bei.gal should be referred to as Bangladesh. 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH : So fully and so irrefutable documented by 
eyewitness accounts which have been appearing in the world press all these 
weeks. I pointed out also that, in fact, any economic assistance, excepting 
that given on humanitarian considerations to the victims of oppression in 
Bangladesh under international surveillance, would have the effect of 
maintaining in power the military machine of the Minotiry now engaged in 
oppressing the majority of the people of that country, and thus would 
constitute an unfortunate form of interference in their internal affairs. 

I found in all these capital great appreciation for the generosity 
displayed by the Government and people of India in looking after this large 
influx of re&gees, which was recognised as an unprecedented one in human 
history, a man made calamity for the people of East Bengal, and also for this 



country. The gravity of the situation, the enormity of the burden-placed on 
u:>, for no fault of ours, and the serious repurcussions for the peace and 
security of this entire region if the present situation was not brought under 
control speedily, was recognised everywhere. 

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE : I am not askmg questions which may leader 
will ask. But I want to know one thing. Yesterday is made statement. To-day 
it has come in the papers that a third ship also has left American ports with 
military hardware for Pakistan. Tomorrow we are not meeting as also the 
day after... 

MR. SPEAKER : No please. 

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE : Sir, this is of vital importance ... 
(Interruptions) 

SHRI PRIYA RANJAN DAS MUNSI; (Calcutta South) : Sir. it is more 
important that we have a discussion on this subject. (Interruptions) 

MR. SPEAKER : I am not prepared for the repetition of what you do 
every day. If you don't want it, we can take it up some other time... 
(Interruptions) 

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE : Kindly hear me for a minute. 

MR. SPEAKER: The statement is before you. 

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE : 1 am not asking for the statement. 

MR. SPEAKER: Sorry please. I am not allowing you. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS ; rose — (Interruptions)* 

MR. SPEAKER: Nothing will go on record. I am not allowing anybody. 
Will all of you please sit down ? So far as the present item is concerned, the 
statement has been made by the Minister. As settled yesterday, the party 
leaders will ask questions. If you want any discussion, that can raised at 
another time, but not when the Minister has made a Statement, which is now 
under conderation before the House. 

THE MINISTER OF PARLUMENTARY AFFAIRS AND SHIPPING & 
TRANSPORT (SHRI RAJ BAHADUR) : Mr. Speaker, Sir with your 
permission, let me first of all assure all sections of the House that there is no 
desire to inhibit discussion on this question. (Interruption). Let me have my 
say. The Minister has made a statement. You decided yesterday on certain 
procedure concerning this with the leaders of the Opposition. You have just 
now told us that you want to go by that. If they want to have a discussion 
that can be considered separately. 



I shall bow down to your lulling, but I would only say that we shall be 
agreeable to whatever you decide in this matter. 

SHRIS. M. BANERJEE: What about the third ship ? 

SHRI BHAGWAT JHA AZAD (Bhagalpur) : We want to know 
Government's opinion. 

SHRI RAJ BAHADUR : As I have said, we are not inhibiting the 
discussion. 

SHRI BHAGWAT JHA AZAD ; Since Government agree to the 
discussion, there is no need for putting any questions now. 

SHRI P. K. DEO (Kaiahandi) : In view of the unanimous demand, we 
should have the discussion immediately, ijnterrupticm). 

MR. SPEAKER: I have not allowed anybody. But if hon. Members keep 
on speaking simultaneously, we shall not reach anywhere. If all Members 
speak simultaneously, how can I listen to them ? 

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE : On a point of order... 

MR. SPEAKER: I am speaking now, there is no point of order now. 

SHRI DINEN BHATTACHARYYA (Serampore) : A third ship has been 
sent by America. 

MR. SPEAKER : Let us re-examine it. Hon. Members had agree by day 
before yesterday in the house, including all the leaders of the Opposition 
parties and also the Treasury Benches that the hon. Minister will make a 
statement on Friday and the leaders of the groups will be allowed to ask 
questions. {Interruptions) I know that hon. Members want a debate. So far 
as the questions to be asked today are concerned... 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH ; They are not pressing. So, let us drop them. 
Hon. Members are not interested in putting questions. So, let us drop them, 
we shall have a separate discussion. I have no objection to that. 
(Interruptions). Let me clarify the position in response to the desire 
expressed in the House and the desire expressed by you. Mr. Speaker this 
statement has been made about the tour. It appears that hon. Members attach 
and I am also at one with them in this, greater importance to the questions of 
the supply of arms. So, if they do not want to ask questions on this, let us 
drop it, and there may be a separate discussion on the supply of arms. 

SHRI BHAGWAT JHA AZAD; We specifically demand a discussion not 
on the statement but about the shipment of American arms to Pakistan. We 
want discussion on that aspect, which the statement does not cover. 



SHRISWARAN SINGH : Let us have a discussion on Monday or some 
other time. By that time, we shall have more material also. 

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE : We would like to have a discussion 
on Bangladesh also. The discussion should not be confined only to the 
shipment of arms, but should extend to Bangladesh also. The whole attitude 
of Government has to be discussed. 

SHRI H. N. MUKHERJEE (Calcutta-North East): My submission is that 
when the Minister makes a statement, it becomes the possession of the 
House. As a Member of the House, my first reaction is that in a very 
peculiar way, it is backsliding on foreign policy statements in regard to 
Bangladesh made earlier in this House. 

The statement he has made in the grab of a very summarised report of 
his tour has implications of that sort. That requires a discussion in this house 
straightway. That being so, the earlier arrangement about questions being 
asked by individual members does not stand and it is now very incumbent to 
have a discussion because the statement implies a backsliding from 
statements in regard to Bangladesh and Government's policy in regard 
thereto. Therefore, a larger discussion is necessitated and that discussion 
should be held at once because, as 1 said, an impression has been created 
outside that there has been a backsliding from the announced Government 
policy. 

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE : On a point of order. I refer to rule 376(2): 

"A point of order may be raised in relation to the business before the 
House at the moment." 

The business before the House is a statement made by the Minister. On 
that you are allowing us to ask a few questions. The motion is there. I wish 
to move under rule 340 which says : 

"At any time after a motion has been made a member may move that the 
debate on the motion be adjourned." 

The motion has been moved by Shri Swaran Singh. 

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE (Gwalior); There is no motion before 
the House. 

SHRI S. M. BNAERJEE : The motion is there and now we have to ask 
questions. 

I move that the debate on this be now adjourned and that a full-fledged 
discussion be held. 

MR. SPEAKER: No motion, no debate. 

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE : The US is supplying arms to Pakistan. Now a 
third ship is coming. Yesterday in his statement unfortunately, the Minister 



of External Affairs, instead of condemning the brutal and criminal activities 
of the US imperialists, gave them a certificate. Let him praise the US 
imperialists but we in this House want to condemn them for their brutality 
against our breathren in Bangladesh. We want to condemn them here and 
now. 

AN HON. MEMBER: Let Government move a Resolution. 

SHRI RAJ BAHADUR: The position has been made clear by my senior 
colleague the Minister of Extemd Affairs. He made a statement yesterday 
on the shipment of arms. Now there is report about a third ship on the way. 
Today's statement contains a report about his visit to some foreign capitals. 
All these things are there. We agree to any discussion that the house may 
like to have. You may fix up the time for that. We shall agree too that. 

SHRI SAMAR GUHA : rose — 

MR. SPEAKER : Every time be is getting up. How to deal with this 
gentlemen (Interruptions). 

SHRI SAMAR GUHA : On a point of order. 

MR. SPEAKER : Unless I declare it a point of order, it will not go on 
record. 

SHRI SAMAR GUHA : *♦ 

MR. SPEAKER : It is not a point of order, it will not be recorded. 
(Interruptions). We are just discovering many people. 

This position comes to this : we do not stand by the previous 
programme of allowing questions after the statement which has been made. 
You want a discussion. The Minister has no objection to it. 

What should be the scope of the discussion ? (Interruptions). 

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE ; Please do not restrict the scope of 
the discussion, because the statement covers everything, shipment of arms, 
the attitude of the Government towards Bangladesh, everything is covered. 

MR. SPEAKER : The scope of the discussion is very wide as the 
statement covers so many points. 

SHRI BHAGWAT JHA AZAD: Under rule 184... 

MR. SPEAKER: Whatever by the rule... 

SHRI BHAGWAT JHA AZAD : I move under rule 184 that we may be 
allowed to have discussion. 

MR. SPEAKER: I am fixing it. Please sit down. 



SHRI BHAGWAT JHA AZAD : You are dealing with us very 
objectionably. You have invited suggestions. 1 am suggesting that under rule 
184 we can discuss the statement. 

MR. SPEAKER: What a difference between your being on this side and 
being on that side ! 

SHRI BHAGWAT JHA AZAD ; What a difference between your being 
the Speaker of the last Lok Sabha and this Lok Sabha. You are stifling us 
every moment. 1 have been in the Lok Sabha since 1952 when you were not 
here. 

MR. SPEAKER : You know we have been fixing discussion in this 
House... 

SHRI BHAGWAT JHA AZAD : You wanted a suggestion. How to give 
it? 

I am giving a suggestion under rule 184.1 am very sorry you are taking 
it otherwise. I am surprised. 

MR. SPEAKER: We will have a discussion, but for how much time ? 

SHRI RAJ BAHADUR : Two hours should be sufficient, as otherwise we 
will have to disrupt the whole programme. 

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU (Diamond Harbour): Six hours. 

MR. SPEAKER : Today is a non-official day. We do not want to take it 
up on a non-official day. We have this discussion on Monday, the whole day. 

SHRI SAMAR GUHA : Then, the whole impact will be lost. The matter 
is very serious. 

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU : Let us being today starting at 3.30 and 
continue on Monday, because this matter has got urgency. We cannot sir 
over it. 
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RESOLUTION RE : RECOGNITION TO BANGLADESH 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Now, we take up further discussion of the 
resolution moved by Shri Samar Guha. Two hours were allotted for this. 
One hour and thirty minutes have already been taken. So, only 30 
minutes remain. 

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE (Kanpur) : I have an amendment which is 
just a formal one. I have given the date as 30th June, 1971 thinking that 
the discussion would be concluded that day. Unfortunately, the 
discussion was not over. So, my amendment that 30th June, 1971 be 
substituted by 15th July, 1971. It was circulated. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER : I think that is clerical. You have a fresh 
amendment ? 

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE : I have tabled an amendment to my 
amendment. 

15.00 hrs. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER : You have another amendment, No. 5. Are 
you moving it ? 

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE : Yes, I am moving. 

I beg to move : 

That in the amendment moved by Shir S. M. Banerjee, printed as 
No. 2 in List No. 1 of amendments, — 

for ’•30-6-197r 

substitute ••I5-7-197I" 

SHRI H. M. PATEL (Dhandhuka) : First we have to ask overselves 
what is it that Government means when Government spokesmen keep on 
saying that the refugees who have come into India will have to be sent 
back, that they must go back, etc. How exactly do they propose to 
achieve this ? Do they have in mind that they will have some kind of a 
political settlement ? This can only mean a settlement between the 
Government of Pakistan with Mujibur Rahman and his followers. Unless 
there is a settlement between these two, the establishment of some form 
of Government and administration which will inspire confidence in those 
who have come into India there can be no question of dieir going back. 





Because, it is quite obvious, v^^e can send them back only when we are 
satisfied that they can live there in safety. What are the chances of such a 
political settlement ? Who has implemented this idea of a political 
settlement ? The world powers talk of it, it has been mentioned in the 
statement issued by them, that they would prefer a political settlement. 
Why is it that we ourselves are lending our support to such a 
proposition ? Is it because we are satisfied that such a settlement is a 
practical possibility ? 

We have two alternatives. Either there is some settlement of this kind 
which they refer to, which will create confidence in the minds of 
refugees, or we shall go our own way, we shall take unilateral action. 
Now, what action is contemplated, we cannot understand. Why is this 
not made clear ? Is military action ? If not what else have the 
Government in mind ? ... 

I am afraid that it seems to me that the only action we could take is 
that we could give concrete shape to what we are saying, namely that we 
shall act alone. Let the world powers also begin to believe that we mean 
business, and begin to believe that a point will come, and it will come 
fairly soon, when we shall act militarily^ not because we want it, because 
nobody would be anxious for a war but because we have no alternative; 
and it will be a war on both fronts, inevitable. But what other alternative 
have we ? 

If recognition of Bangladesh is suggested or proposed here it can 
only be as a first step : It can only be as a step whereby we can say that 
we do recognise the existence of a government which even if it is not 
actually in charge of the territory is a government which is recognised by 
the people who raised in that territory and who have been driven out of 
that territory; that recognition may give us a convenient handle in order 
to say that we shall act. But this can only be a prelude, a preliminary step 
to military action. Unless we have in mind some such determined action, 
there would be very little point in merely giving recognition. 

When the Prime Minister moved in the House a resolution which 
was passed unanimously, what moved both the Government and the 
Members of this House to accept that resolution unanimoulsy ? It was 
only this, namely a generous feeling towards people who were being 
mercilessly treated because they had given expression to their feelings 
and to their views in a free election, and because we felt that by all 
democratic standards they were the people who should have formed a 
government. But they were being forcefully suppressed, and we felt that 
we should by them; but it has turned out to be a hollow standing by 



them. How do we propose to follow that up ? At that stage, it may be 
that we thought that merely an expression of moral support might be 
enough. But when the refugees began to come in their borders, it was 
obvious to everybody that it was no longer an internal problem of 
Pakistan, even if one wanted to be highly legalistic. It became an 
international problem and India was affected and India had to act. 

It was suggested by many that we should have closed our Frontiers. 
How could we close our frontiers except by ourselves acting in the same 
brutal manner as Pakistan was acting ? Since we did not propose to act 
in that manner, we received them. But having received them, we also 
accepted the further responsibility for seeing either that we should keep 
them here permanently or that they should be re-established in their 
country in conditions which would ensure their safety. The only was in 
which we could ensure their safety in their country is either by the 
establishment of a government led by Sheikh Mujibur Rahman and his 
followers or by military action. Which of this is a practical proposition ? 
This suggestion that we recognise Bangladesh is and should be the first 
step, but it should be accepted as the first step, recognising that a 
military action is inevitable and must follow the recognition as quickly 
as possible. 

MR. DEPUTY SEPAKER ; There are still quite a good number of 
Members who would like to participate in this debate, and the hon. 
Minister has to reply and the hon. Mover of the resolution has to reply to 
the debate. It would not be possible to contain all this in 20 minutes 
which is the time that we have still left for this resolution. So, I would 
like to take the sense of the House in regard to this matter. 

We have taken a decision to extend upto 5.25. Let us see what 
happens. 

THE MINISTER OF PARLIAMENTARY AFFAIRS, AND 
SHIPPING AND TRANSPORT (SHRI RAJ BAHADUR) : We may ask 
the Mover how much time he will require to reply as also the Minister. 
The remaining time can be given to the discussion. 

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE : We agree to 5.25. He is going to take only 
15 minutes. He is going to say nothing about it. Let him at least make 
some statement on the recent statement of Yahya Khan. He is keeping 
mum on that. 

SHRI SAMAR GUHA: I will require 25 minutes. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The Minister and the Mover together will 
take 40 minutes. We have to adjust the debate in the light of diis. 





SHRI DINESH CHANDRA GOSWAMY (Gauhati) : The issue of 
Bangladesh is in the mind of every citizen in the country. Even in this 
House we found expression of various moods—moods of hope, ^ger, 
despair, frustration, indignation and what not. There has also been a 
feeling in this House—if I have been able to sense it correctly—that as 
the world powers have not come forward in the anticipated manner it is 
time that we take some drastic action unilaterally ourselves. I feel that 
such an approach will really frustrate very purpose for which we are 
fighting. 

Since 1953 there has been confrontation between the democratic 
forces and the totalitarian forces in Bangladesh. These forces were 
evenly balanced. It is with the aid and assistance of the western powers 
that the totalitarian forces always crushed the democratic forces. It is 
because of this fact that in 1954 the political parties of East Pakistan 
adopted a resolution to do away with the alignment with the West so far 
as the foreign policy was concerned advocate a policy of non-alignment. 
The western Powers have realised that if the freedom fighters or 
Bangladesh are allowed to have their way, western dominance in that 
part of the country will come to an end. Therefore, in their own self- 
interest they are pursuing a policy which is not to our liking. It is 
because of this that even the British Government is saying that it is an 
internal affair of Bangladesh 

Because of this reaction of the western Powers it will be a 
completely wrong approach to say that we should leave our efforts to 
have negotiations with the western Powers. 

Because of the various moods and feelings some wrong approaches 
have also taken place. The first such approach on 'the issue of 
Bangladesh'—some of us feel—is that a solution of the problem in its 
economic aspect will be a solution of the political problems of 
Bangladesh. Secondly, there has also been a feeling current in this 
country that in regard to Bangladesh problem we should take drastic 
feeling measures without taking into account how those measures are 
going to be accepted by Mujibur Rahman. There has also been a feeling 
that recognition is the only solution. So far as the first two approaches 
are concerned, if we feel that the solution of the refugee problem is by 
itself the solution of the problem of Bangladesh, it is a completely wrong 
approach. That is why our Foreign Minister is asserting every time that 
we should try for a political solution of the Bangladesh problem. 

What is meant by political solution ? A solution acceptable to Mujib 
and his followers. The third question is the one with which we are 



probably concerned in this debate. That question is whether we should 
grant recognition to the provisional Government of Bangladesh ? I am 
aware that recognition is not a matter governed by law, it is more a 
question of policy. It is also urged that recognition is the result of 
decision taken, not in the execution of legal duty, but in pursuance of the 
exigencies of national interest. But though it is a matter of policy, yet it 
cannot begain said that international law lays down certain conditions 
upon which the grant of recognition can be based. These conditions are, 
firstly, an independent government; secondly, the effective authority of 
that Government, enjoying positive obedience of the bulk of the 
population. Thirdly, defined territory. To put it shortly, external 
independence and an effective internal government with a reasonably 
well-defined territory are essential. 

Unless these conditions are present, or in otherwords, if a 
community claiming recognition fails to fulfil these conditions of 
permanancy and political cohesion, it is generaly recognised in 
international law that premature recognition is more than an unfriendly 
act. It is even an act of intervention, sometimes international 
delinquency. 

Therefore, when we take a decision on the recognition, we must see 
that the primary factors which are necessary for recognition are present. 
Premature recognition will only give a handle of Pakistan to away the 
importance of the problem of the freedom-fighters of Pakistan in an 
unwanted direction. By that, I do not mean that I am completely opposed 
to recognition, because I feel that if we are to grant recognition three 
purposes will have to be served. Firstly, it is to our national interests that 
we should put a stamp of legality on Mujibur Rahman and his party so 
that the undemocratic forces, internal and external, in Bangladesh may 
be isolated. Secondly I am aware that the question of recognition will 
give a moral booster to the freedom-fighters. Also, it will to a great 
extent, directly and indirectly, blockade the deliberate design of Yahya 
Khan to set up an undemocratic regime in Bangladesh. 

So before we grant recognition, we must see that the conditions 
precedent for granting recognition are present,—and therefore, if they 
are not present, and as I feel that all the conditions are not present 
today—I consider that the time is not opportune to grant recognition. 
But we should try to create conditions so that these requirements may be 
fulfilled and our effort should be directed at those things. 

With these words, I oppose this resolution. 

Sffid INDRAJIT GUPTA (Alipore) : Mr. Deputy Speaker, Sir. 
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First of all, I would just like to remind the External Affairs Minister 
the while we are very much benefited, of course, by this kind of 
reminders that one Member of his party has just given us—that there are 
certain technical norms — which are generally accepted in the 
international community as the criterion for determining whether a 
particular government is worthy of recognition or not—we are not now 
at this stage nor are we in a mood when we would like this thing to be 
repeated ad nauseam. I am sorry to have to say this. But if one seeks to 
base one's argument on the standards and accepted canons of 
international behaviour, then the hon. Minister knows very well that 
actually the world does not move like that. A country which is smaller 
than Pakistan, Israel, has been asked by a unanimous resolution of the 
United Nations Security Council long ago to vacate the territories which 
the occupied by military action. But Israel has not taken the slightest 
step to carry out diat decision of the United Nations Security Council. 
Has the world been able to do anything about it ? 

The UN has more than once recommended that nobody should sell 
arms to South Africa. The UK Government goes on blatantly selling 
arms to South Africa. Can you do anything about it ? So, let us be 
realistic and see the world we live in. It is no use troting out hypothetical 
and theoretical canons and conditions to be fulfilled before you dare to 
give recognition. The world is not a place like that. You have to act 
according to your own national self-interest. It is not an act of generosity 
towards the people of Bangladesh. I do not want you to look it from that 
point of view. I want you to look at it from the point of view of our own 
national interest. That is the only criterion and that is what our 
Government spokesmen keep on telling us. When we say that they act 
under pressures, they say indignantly, "We are never pressurised. We act 
according to our national self-interest". Now is the testing time for it. We 
want to see what they will do now. 

Conditions have changed since last Monday. Two factors have 
emerged on the scene which have changed completely the line of 
thinking which the Government was pursuing so long. One is Yahya 
Khan's broadcast. I need not go into the details of it. So long, the line of 
thinking was, we must strive to bring about political settlement, rouse 
international public opinion and put pressure on other Governments, so 
that Yahya Khan is forced to come to a political settlement. Now he has 
given his reply to that in his broadcast. For an indefinite time, the 
military regime will continue. Martial Law will continue. East Pakistan 
will be colonised. No political settlement of any kind is visualised by 
them. The general elections are practically going to be nullified. All 
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Awami League people who have been elected are going to be 
disqualified and bye-elections are going to be held. The Awami League 
will continue to be prescribed and banned. In all this business, there is 
not a single word—I regret to say in Sardar Swaran Singh's statement 
also which we made last Friday, Acre is not a single word—about the 
release of Mujibur Rahman. All this slogan of political settlement is 
dead as a dodo now. Please do not go on repeating it. Yahya Khan has 
told you bluntly in so many words that is not the way he is going to go. 

Secondly, almost before our Minister had set his foot on his native 
soil, the United States Government has come out openly in the last few 
days with repeated statements issued in America that they have not the 
slightest intention of stopping or restricting economic, military or any 
other aid to Pakistan. Why should not Yahya Khan take this stand ? 
China is supporting him. The United States Government is supporting 
him. Sir, there is not much time and I want to ask just one or two 
questions. Our borders are being violated every day both by incursions 
by the Pakistani army and by this new type of violation of our borders. 
TTiis is also a form of agression, because the Pakistani army is driving an 
entire nation before its guns and bayonets by the millions into our 
territory. This is not going to stop in the foreseeable future. What do they 
propose to do about it ? How do we guard the security of our borders ? 
That is the first question I want to ask. The Minister has gone round 
telling the world that if the other nations do not do something about this, 
we will be forced to act on our own Brave words ! Please spell out now 
before your own Parliament whether that time to act has come or not and 
what you mean by this action. All this time we have been patting 
ourselves on the back because so many nations congratulated us for our 
policy of restraint. 

I want to say. Sir, that now after Yahya Khan's broadcast continued 
non-recognition of Bangladesh as a sovereign entity amounts in practice 
to recognising the authority of Yahya Khan over East Pakistan. You can 
continue to non-recognise Bangladesh, but it means, in effect, before the 
eyes of the world that you are declaring that the authority of Islamabad 
over East Pakistan is recognised by us and will continue to be 
recognised. Are you willing to take this odium ? I say, all this business 
of their not having any territory where their writ runs and so on and so 
forth is besides the point. 

Here is a Government which represents the elected representatives of 
the people of Bangladesh. That is the moral strength that we have got on 
our side. They won 98% of the seats in the elections. That Government 
even it does not have square foot of territory under its permanent stable 





control is nevertheless the Government which represents the elected 
people of the country, but you continue to recognise the military regime 
which has no sanction behind it and which is now being exposed by the 
world press everywhere. Two days ago, the Guardian, writing editorially 
has posed more sharply a question which our Government refuses to 
answer. 

I am quoting: 

"And nowhere, in all the intellectual wasteland of Yahya's Master 
Plan, is the central question asked ? Does Pakistan exist any longer ? 
Does unity matter any longer ? What precisely have the Punjabi legions 
achieved ? Too much blood, too many refugees have flowed since Mujib 
disappeared for Pakistan to be magicdly put back together again." 

This myth about Pakistan being one State and this being their 
internal affair, which is a theory peddled in many countries abroad and, 
therefore, we must continue to give recognition to the military regime 
and accept its authority in Bangladesh is something which cannot be 
stomached now. I hope after Yahya Khan's broadcast there may be some 
shifts in the thinking of some other countries too, who were probably 
deluding themselves about the possibilities of political settlement I do 
not know. 

I read yesterday in papers that Dr. Karan Singh had a talk in Sophia 
with the Prime Minister of Bulgaria. I do not know if he has been 
reported correctly. He has been reported having said that this can no 
longer be considered as an internal matter of Pakistan. If he has really 
said so, I take it to be perhaps a straw in the wind but even a drowing 
man has to clutch on a straw. I hope our Government which has now 
landed itself in a situation, cannot even protect our own borders, cannot 
stop the flow of refugees, cannot stop American arms going to Pakistan 
and cannot even the any effective steps by which we are able to save our 
own territory and our own economy and our own borders, will now think 
again. And Sir, as many responsible people have told them, the time for 
action has come. Therefore, 1 request him to please declare in this House 
today that the Government of Bangladesh which represents the elected 
will of the people and has been recognised as such morally by the entire 
international community should be recognised and you should make 
clear that the authority of military regime over East Pakistan is not 
recognised by us any longer and we will not recognise that. After the 
way may be opened to take such type of action as would enable us to go 
ahead. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: This is a subject on which every Member 
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feels legitimately involved. Unless Members co-operate by taking only 
five minutes, it would not be possible to keep to the time that we decided 
just now. So I would request Members to be brief. 

SHRI NIMBALKAR (Kolhapur) : Mr. Deputy Speaker, Sir, as if 
anticipating my arguments in today's debate on the subject, the times of 
India has printed a few lines from Goldsmith, which I would like to 
quote: 

"True generosity does not consist in obeying every impulse of humanity 
in following life passion for our guideline and impairing our 
circumstances by present benefactors so as to render us incapable of 
future ones." 

The question of the recognition of Bangladesh is not one which can 
be solved immediately. It is the government alone which has enough 
accurate information to decide the right time at which this can be done. 

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE : What right time ? 

SHRI NIMBALKAR : It is for the government to decide. In fact, I 
would say that the visits that our Ministers made abroad to the different 
capitals will enable us to reach that time as early as possible. 

Here I would like to refer to two Members of Parliament who where 
once sitting on the Treasury Benches. One of them, the former Minister 
of Foreign Affairs, Shri Dinesh Singh, and that the government lost a 
chance which it had, and I think he meant that our government should 
have acted on the 25th of March. Well, I am afraid, I do not agree with 
this view. Firstly because if we had acted the way Shri Dinesh Singh 
wanted—actually, he did not spell out what we should have done—then 
it would have become a conflict, not between the West Pakistan army 
and the people of Bangladesh but between Pakistan and India, and that is 
exactly what we wanted to avoid. If only we had done that and if 
Pakistan had gone to the Security Council asking that India be branded 
as aggressor, it would not have been difficult at all for Pakistan to 
achieve its object and that would not have been in the interests of India. I 
do not understand how Ministers, who are so responsible while in office, 
the minute the Ministry is taken away from them, start behaving in this 
manner. 

The second ex-Minister whom I want to refer is Shri Krishna 
Menon. Any person who has stayed in London before independence of 
India or immediately after it will not case to have respect for Shri 
Krishna Menon. I want to say, however, t^t Shri Krishna Menon 
sometimes comes to conclusions too early arid then, being a very able 
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lawyer finds ways and means and arguments to justify those conclusions. 

SHRI SAMAR GUHA : We are discussing a very vital matter in 
which the whole nation in concerned. If the members of the treasury 
benches start attacking the opposition members and their views, I think 
they are doing a disservice not only to the government but even to the 
country, I would say. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER : I think the submission is very valid. It is 
a question in which we are all involved. There should not be any mutual 
criticism. 

SHRI NIMBALKAR : The journeys which our Ministers have 
undertaken are slowly bringing in a certain amount of success for us. 

[SHRI K. N. Tiwari in the Chair.] 

PROF. MADHU DANDAVATE (Rajapur) : Mr. Deputy Speaker, Sir, 
there are moments in the life of a nation when the sovereign Parliament 
has to rise above the parties and partisan politics and project the 
conscience of nation. That is what we did during the Chinese aggression 
and repeated the same during the Pakistan aggession. Today is the 
occassion when that history must repeat itself and the Bangladesh issue 
must not be talked about in terms of party politics but looked of from the 
national perspective without any mud slinging either on the Treasury or 
Opposition benches. Let us make it explicitly clear that the issue of 
Bangladesh recognition has become more sharpened and has been 
focussed to a very great extent especially after the recent arms aid that 
has been given by the United States of America to Pakistan at a time 
when Bangladesh involved in a grim struggle against Pakistan. Here 
again it is not an isolated event and 1 would like the House to realise that 
it is the outcome of the politics of the world powers to see that the 
balance of power in Asia is maintained. That is their 'Asian strategy'. It 
is for this reason that America wants that there should not be an open 
war between Pakistan and India but continuing tension between them. 

It is for this very reason that America does not desire the dynamic 
and virulent nation like Bangladesh to come up. Bangladesh is a 
potential all of secular India and if Bangladesh and secular India become 
allies, the entire balance of power in Asian politics is likely to be 
completely destroyed. It is this balance of power that they want to 
restore. 

And it is not merely the strategy of America. There was a time when 
Soviet Russia gave strong support to India on the Kashmir issue. But 
when it realised that the sympathies of Pakistan were being monopolised 
by America only, they gradually adopted a non-aligned attitude on the 
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Kashmir issue and at a certain stage extended economic aid to Pakistan. 
In 1969 USSR also extended arms aid to Pakistan. That is how the 
policy of USSR was reframed. 

That being the general pattern of the politics of world powers, we 
cannot expect that the world powers will t^e in an attitude of sympathy 
as far as this problem of Bangladesh recognition is concerned. From the 
point of view their Asian strategy the entire policy regarding Bangladeh 
has been projected by the world powers. As far as the United States of 
America and Pakistan are concerned, their policies and relations have 
been clear right from the beginning. 

Unfortunately, it is a fact that our country has miserably failed to 
mobilise international public opinion in favour of Bangladesh. Our 
embassies have failed. Of course, there is one man who has put in a 
Herculean task and that is Jaya Prakash Narayan. He hs remained not the 
ambassador of the Government of Indian but an ambassador of our 
people who are in favour of recognition of Bangladesh. Tremendous 
effort has been put in by Jaya Prakash Narayan. We must try to 
appreciate the work done by him. 

So far as the world powers are concerned, let us not take an attitude 
that unless some world power recognises Bangladesh, we will not take 
that step. I can very well understand the position of our Government. 
Probably the Government must be frightened that if no world power 
comes forward to recognise Bangladesh and only India does it 
unilaterally and further if China throws her lot on the side of Pakistan, in 
the event of a confrontation with Pakistan, with all the world powers, 
including America, remaining aloof in the face of the combination of 
Pakistan and China there will be a great disaster. Perhaps that feeling of 
fear might be lurking in the mind of the Government. 

I will conclude merely by saying that at a time when Yahya Khan 
has threatened that he is going to impose his puppet regime, at this 
particular juncture we must recognise Bangladesh. We must take a risk. 
No doubt, there are risks but the Prime Minister of our country has our 
sharp image. In internal politics the image of our Prime Minister is the 
image of a 'successful political gambler'. I would like her to retain that 
image in international politics also. Gamble with international politics; 
take calculated risks; recognise Bangladesh; generate new forces on the 
issue of Bangladesh and create a new atmosphere of secularism in India. 
This combination of Bangladesh and India will tilt the balance of power 
in Asian countries and the imperialists will not be able to use Asian land 
as a pawn for their international conflicts and power politics. That is the 
q)proach that has to be adopted and this risk has to be taken. I hope, that 
attitude will be adopted and Bangladesh will be recognised. 
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SHRI B. K. DAS CHOWDHURY (Coochbehar) : Mr. Chairman, Sir 
the spontaneous, massive and nation-wide demand for recognition of 
Bangladesh has its own logic considering India's past tradition. 

The matter has been placed before the House and the arguments have 
been advanced that there are certain basic criteria to consider recognition 
of any particular State. The logistic view and the theoretical 
interpretation dose not make a State. One Hon'ble Member from this side 
of the House clearly said that there are certain pre-conditions to 
recognise a country. 

I would like to reply to those points first. He said that there must be a 
Government, there must be a territory and there must be viability. I 
would request the Hob'ble Member to consider these three aspects in 
their true and proper perspective. The emergence of Bangladesh as a 
soverign independent republic is a fact and that has definitely and 
undoubtedly brought about a qualitative change in the annals of history 
of international politics. And it simply implies that it has given a serious 
bow to Pakistan in its known form based on its two-nation theory. It also 
shows that Pakistan in its know form of its two-nation theory has met its 
own death in East Pakistan which is now Bangladesh. 

Our of these three conditions nothing is lacking in Bangladesh, that 
there is a Government, and this Government receives habitual obedience 
from the majority of 90 per cent of the people of Bangladesh, in that 
case how one can say it does not satisfy the conditions necessary for 
recognition. Then, there is a question of territory. It is known to the 
world that at least a smaller portion of the territory is still under the 
control and guidance of Bangladesh freedom movement and the 'Mukti 
Fauj’. 

What about other consideration ? The other consideration is whether 
it is viable. It is true, if Bangladesh comes into being today, as the other 
Hon'ble Member just now said, if Bangladesh is recognised the 
relationship between India and the Government of Bangladesh will 
create such a power which will denitely one day balance the world 
power politics. 

Considering all this, I cannot understand why these sort of 
arrangements are being advanced. 

Another Hob'ble Member advanced an argument that it is for the 
Government to decide. I would like to ask the Hob'ble Member to 
consider this fact. We are living in a democratic institution. I would ask 
him to consider whether it is the monopoly of the Government consider 
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in their opinion or whether it is the duty of the Government, its 
democratic institution, to consider the consensus the Members of 
Parliament, the views of the Members of Parliament and also the views 
of the Indian people at large. 

In regard to the International laws, that argument was also advanced. 
I would ask the Hon'ble Member to consider and study those 
international laws. Is there any basic framework of international laws ? 
Is there any basic law which is always static ? In the field of 
international laws, what we find is that in the exigencies of the 
circumstances, considering certain views and certain developments, the 
international laws and conventions are going to be accepted by certain 
political powers. On the contrary, there are certain laws and conventions 
which have been accepted as dogmatic norms. If that be so, if that is the 
case, I would appeal to the Government at least to consider, even in the 
eyes of international law, even in the eyes of the logistic views or 
theoretical views, there is no bar to the immediate recognition of 
Bangladesh. 

Not only that. In the past history, in 1903, Panama was recognised 
by USA even before an inch of the territory was under the control of the 
liberation forces of Panama. It was recognised by USA. Even after the 
first World War, several other countries in similar situations were 
recognised. After the Second World War, some of the Governments in 
exile were recognised. What was the view expressed by the Government 
under the leadership of Norodom in the case of Indonesia ? It is quite 
clear. 

So, considering all these aspects, that West Pakistani military wants 
to place Bangladesh is a colony for several years to come, it should be 
the duty of this Government to recognise Bangladesh immediately.— 
And remember that, while you are committed to give all solidarity, all 
support, to the cause of Bangladesh movement, your immediate 
recognition to Bangladesh will not only give certain relief but it will be 
an achievement of the freedom movement. I would appeal to this 
Government that it is high time that this Government recognise 
Bangladesh. At least for the moment, of the Government do not like to 
go, in for any drastic action which the Government will have to do in 
future, immediate recognition should be accorded as a step towards that 
end... 

MR. CHAIRMAN : Mr. Krishna Menon, SHRI B. K. DAS 
CHOWDHQURY : If this Government fail to do that in time, assurances 
will turn to hypocrisy and failures will follow... 
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MR. CHAIRMAN; Now, please take your seat. 

SHRI KRISHNA MENON (Trivandrum) : It is my intention to 
confine my observations within the short time there is, to the restricted 
question of the imperative necessity of this country recognising 
Bangladesh. And this, as so many have said, is not a Party question. 

If I may say so, even if it was so some days ago it can not be the 
point of view of the Treasury Benches to day that recognisation has 
become substantial matter in the problem. It is now 80 or 90 days since 
the war began and if Government think that time stands still, it will be a 
great mistake. 

There have been observations on various other aspects foreign policy 
both this afternoon and in the previous debate. I do not propose to touch 
upon them. There may will be an opportunity. I am telling the Foreign 
Minister now, that I propose to intervene in the Foreign Affairs debate 
on estimates if the Speaker allows me. That, perhaps is the appropriate 
occasion for me to say what I have to say in regard to the foreign policy.' 
The moment, my position with regard to other matters does not come in. 

It is imperative that we should recognize Bangladesh, especially 
after the last shot has been fired by the President of Pakistan when he 
said,' I will call together whom I like to be his Constituent Assembly or 
whether'. A command performance. Well, when even 280 Members of 
the Labour Party in the British Parliament can call for recognition, does 
it not look and sound odd incongruous that those opposite, which speak 
loud about Socialism and want to be thought they are Socialist Party, 
comprises at least some who join in the demand to recognise 
Bangladesh ? And now recognition does not necessarily mean sending 
out an ambassador. In this particular matter anyhow it does not 
necessarily mean sending out an Ambassador. That may well not arise in 
this matter. It is not a question of sending an envoy. It is a question of 
recognising the personality of a Nation that has proclaimed itself so and 
is one. One-tenth of the people of East Bengal are in our country at the 
present time. 

What are we doing in order to enable them, what do we do to assist 
them, that they may perform their duties and tasks when they go back ? I 
don't say that we should smuggle arms in to Bangladesh but we must 
help the Bangladesh refugees to use the opportunities to enable them to 
meet the onslaughts of Pakistan aggression. I would not and do not say 
anything in the way of suggesting that we should wage war against 
Pakistan or in Bangladesh. 
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I have heard a great deal in this House from the Treasury Benches 
about the question being one of an internal affairs of Pakistan. I have 
heard the Foreign Minister say that or similar things on many 
occassions. Now, even if we say that Pakistani actions may be or may 
not be an "internal affairs", can the question of our recognising a nation 
whom we deem to be such be an external affairs ? Is it some external 
authority that should tell us ? Should we reconcile ourselves to the 
position that other countries must tell us ? I submit, Mr. Chairman, that it 
is our own decision, our own decision alone and no country can, 
therefore, have the right to threaten reprisals, or war. No time can be lost 
in this matter because, as situations develop new positions arise. There 
would be set up other "governments" in the area. I want to say 
deliberately, and whatever some people may say about my thinking, after 
I speak, I will and wnat to say, that our Government is laying the 
foundations for imperial interests seeking to convert East Bengal into 
another Vietnam. When I stated this on the first occasion when the 
matter of Bangladesh was raised in the Chamber, many eyebrows were 
raised. I say frankly, that the United States pumping in arms into 
Pakistan not only when our Foreign Minister was there in the United 
States but even after he quits and continuously is blatant evidence of 
American intervention. 

AN HON'BLE MEMBER : Can you restrain China ? 

MR. CHAIRMAN : No interference please. 

SHRI KRISHNA MENON : When arms which are not available to 
Pakistan's militarists otherwise, personnel which are not available to 
them otherwise, when they are made available for suppressing a 
government then there develops a situation same as in Indo-China. We 
are gradually drifting towards that. This country at present and fore few 
year now,—I say this with all sense of responsibility has had no foreign 
policy worth mentioning. We drift from day to day into greater 
armlessness and peril. We seek to find out as to what is our position in 
this affair. We are neither for recognition of Bangladesh nor non¬ 
intervention like Britain in the Spanish Civil War, holding the ring for 
the aggressor. But our policy or the back of helps and abets the 
aggressor. Therefore, I appeal to this Government not to be imprisoned 
by its own folly. That is to say because they have said repeatedly by that 
they will not give recognisation. It is not that they say that they will not 
recognise, but that "the time has not come or is not appropriate." To the 
Government time is not by the clock; time is not by the event; then what 
is time by Tit is only to be measured by the pace of the drift, which 
appears to be the policy. 
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One-tenth of the population of Pakistan—as Shri Indrajit Gupta has 
said,—has been pushed out of Pakistan. This is an indirect form of 
aggression. When a State does not allow people to live in its own home 
territory but pushes them out into another in this way Pakistan does, 
what is it ? If the people of East Bengal came when there were no 
difficulties there, we could have pushed them back or put them in jail 
here or whatever we do in those circumstances. But, we don't and cannot 
do that, because the internal circumstances on their homeland are such, 
the happenings in Pakistan are such that she created a situation where 
people flee from terror with a momentum that is ever growing. 

Before I sit down, Mr. Chairman, I want to say this; that the large 
number of people who have come into this country should not be treated 
a members of a concentration camp of a nursing home or anything of 
that kind. They should be enabled to attain political, physical and other 
qualities which would enable them to return and resist the invaders. 
Resistance armies can be and have been built inside refugee (and even 
concentration) camps and can be done without our interfering with them. 
There is no reason why these able-bodied people, people who have 
abilities, intellectuals and ex-soldiers who have come over should not 
themselves me largely responsible for the organisation of these forces. 
So that when they are able to move out, to go out they will do so as a 
force of liberation. 

We constantly here words and expressions used such as 'conditions 
must be created for them to return'. Who is going to create those 
conditions ? Will it be the Government of Pakistan or the Imperialist 
powers of the world or the United Nations, which had made a mess of a 
similar matter in the Congo ? What I say does not mean that the 
machinery of international cooperation should not be used. The 
personnel, that has come over from East Bengal should be treated in such 
a way that both politically, mentally and in physical strength, they will 
be able to go back in order to add to the forces of resistance. That is 
what the position is which I would like to take at the present time. I do 
not wish to elaborate this further. 

And, if this is done, he would have contributed somewhat to the 
victory of the forces for liberation. 

I also want to say that we are debating a Private Member's Motion. 
Nobody would have thought we are going to say anything wonderful or 
new today. The fact is this that even once we discussed this issue 3 or 4 
days ago, new circumstances have arisen ! We have also had visitors 





from other countries who have returned here from East Bengal. I believe 
the Prime Minister herself has also said, directly, or indirectly, there is no 
question of anybody thinking that Pakistan can go back to East Bengal. 
If they can say that Pakistan cannot go back, that is to say, they think that 
Pakistan Government will not be there, again, that is the objection and 
what is the impedinent to recognition of the revolutionary authority that 
is there ? A vacuum has been created by our diplomats being displaced 
by Pakistan. It is not right that whatever is there, by way of factual 
existence should be recognised. Recognition is only of what in fact 
exists. 

It is pathetic that far more information of a factual character has been 
published in the British, American or French papers than ours. The 
Government relies on these newspaper items themselves and when they 
don't what to pursue the implications of the Reports they put a mystery 
around the whole issue and say this may not say anything about it for 
Government are doing...etc. 

Finaly, I repeat that this debate is on a Private Members, Motion. I 
hope the Minister for Parliamentary Affairs who is the chief whip of the 
ruling party would think it right not to put the whips on. The present 
issue is a matter wherein members should exercise their conscience and 
allow their votes be cast accordingly. This is far too important a matter 
to be ruled by party decisions alone. There is nothing lost, because 
Government is not going to fall even if this motion is carried. So, I 
appeal to Government not to put the whips on. Let there be a free vote so 
that the world might know what people in India think. 

Let out friends opposits belong to the class of people about whom a 
seventeenth century philosopher said : 

"Ignorance leadeth a man into a party; 

Shame preventeth him from leaving it." 

Let the not be the position. 

SHRl KRISHNA MENON : Therefore, I hope, in this Parliament, 
with its traditions, it is possible on an occasion of this kind, where the 
vote is only a recommendation, it may express its will unhampered by a 
whip. I do hope that whips will not be put on and a free vote will be 
allowed. That would itself be a proclamation of the support of our 
democracy. 

SHRI PRIYA RANJAN DAS MUNSl (Calcutta South) : The 
discussion off the resolution on Bangladesh has already reached a mature 
stage after the expression of views by many Members of the Hosue. 





Many peculiar ideas also have been expressed by Members of our party 
and also by Members from the other side, but I do not like to go into the 
details of those ideas. 

I would like to express my views on two main aspects. The 
Government of India have already denounced the military junta and the 
military government headed by Yahya Khan. Thereby we have shown 
enough courage and to the world that we are not relying on any atomic 
power or military power but on the power of humanity. If we have had 
the courage and capacity to denounce and condemn the action of Yahya 
Khan junta on the patriotic people of Bangladesh and w'c have also had 
the capacity to denounce the Nixon Government for the arms shipments 
that they have made to Pakistan, have surely we must have the courage 
based on humanity and we must have the capacity immediately to 
recognise or accept Sheikh Mujibur Rahman as the unquestioned leader 
of Bangladesh and the head of government of the people of Bangladesh. 

Many Members have somewhat tried to confuse the issue. I have 
been seeing this for along time. Many members have urged the sitting of 
the criteria of international law first so that we may decide whether it is 
fit and whether the time has matured to recognise Bangladesh or not. I 
do not know why we should go in for those criteria. So far as I am 
concerned, 1 submit that democracy stands only on the people's verdict 
or the verdict of the electorate and on the choice of the representatives of 
the people by the people. 98 per cent of the respresentatives of the 
people of Bangladesh have been returned in the elections not because of 
any favour of Yahya Khan or any other source of international power but 
through the expressed will of the people of Bangladesh at the time of 
elections. Therefore, what is the harm in our recognising Bangladesh 
immediately ? We should recognise them immediately. 

If India has the courage still to stand on the power of humanity, let 
alone the question of international support coming in or not coming in, 
India should recognise Bangladesh in spite of all the difficulties, and for 
this decision, the people of India would all be responsible. If 
Government are not able to recognise Bangladesh, they should 
categorically come farward and say to the international powers that they 
are not able to do so. What is the point in going on prolonging the 
consideration for a long time ? What is the point merely expressing 
sympathy and support to the struggle, sympathy to the evacuees and 
having discussions with international powers ? After all, what have we 
got from the international powers ? After the visit of our great Foreign 
Minister to the USA, how has the USA acted ? Without realising the 
gravity and the reality of the problem of Bangladesh, the US 





Government has gone on sending shipments of military hardware to 
Pakistan. Again, what is the attitude that the UK Government which is 
the head of the cotnmunal power has taken ? Have they made any single 
political statement on the reality of the problem ? Apart from sending a 
delegation of British Members of Parliament, have they expressed 
anything on the political aspect of the matter ? Again take the USSR ? 
Of course they are sending some aid and other things, but are they taking 
any serious step on the political objectives ? I am sorry to say that even a 
progressive State like the Soviet Union has not yet taken any political 
step in regard to the reality the problem of Bangladesh. In the statement 
to the 24th Congress of the Soviet Union, I was trying to find a single 
line which would be in sympathetic tune with the aspiration of the 
people of Bangladesh, but I could not see any. All the international 
powers are only wanting to see how India is dancing in which direction 
it is moving its steps. If India dances towards Kashmir, they will say that 
the danger of America is there. If India dances towards NEFA, they will 
say that the danger of China is there. But I find that both America and 
that this should be India's own problem and India should die in it. If we 
have the capacity in this crises of history, let the Government of India 
and the Members of this House commit themselves to this point. Either 
we stand by the China have already made a trap in the Bangladesh 
problem and they want power of humanity and recognise the electorate 
and the people of Bangladesh or we categorically say that we are not 
doing it because still, inspite of the non-aligned forces, we are hankering 
for something from America or the USSR. 

So, I support the resolution because the time is ripe for recognition. 
If we fail to grant it, the younger generation of Bangladesh, those who 
are spending their time in the evacuee camps will curse the history of 
India, the black pages that are being written to carve their fate. They are 
not ready to tolerate it, they are not ready to carry the black pages of 
Indian history with the glorious fate and commitment of their people. 
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SHRI MURASOLI MARAN (Madras South) : Mr. Chairman, Sir, I 
consider that we have lost in war which we did not fight. It is an 
unfought war India has lost to Pakistan. Otherwise, how can we explain 
the terrific burden of eight million refugees on us ? As Mr. Krishna 
Menon has pointed out, one-tenth of the population of East Pakistan is 
living with us. Now, we are holding the baby without our knowing how 
it came about. We never expected such a situation when this riging 
passed a resolution in support of the up-house in East Bengal. We were 
in a jubilant mood then. We though Bangladesh would be a reality 
sooner than later. But we failed to know that was happening in 
Bangladesh. We failed to give advice in time to our friends in 
Bangladesh. We failed to guide even the Indian newspapers and Indie n 
public opinion because in their over enthusiasm they published 
encouraging news. 

Six days after the start of the genocide, our Parliament passed a 
unanimous resolution in support of the historic upsurge of the 75 million 
people of Bangladesh, but still we are to recognise it. Whatever it may 
be, we could have changed the history of this subscontinent. We could 
have saved millions of lives and homes. We did not do what was wanted. 
"Masterly in activity" would be the correct expression to describe our 
attitude. 

Finally, we felt the pinch of it with the onward march of the 
refugees. When we felt that, we could not carry on without sufficient 
strain on our economy, we are sending one after another to all world 
capitals. There was a time when the entire world was looking to New 
Delhi for leadership. Then we were the leader of non-aligued group. 
Now we have lost that initiative, derive and leadership. As Mr. Menon 
pointed out, what is wanted now is a foreign policy. Our virile foreign 
policy is as dead as the students of the Dacca University. The touch 
stone of a forcing policy is to find out whether it would help our national 
interest. 



How are we going to solve the refugees problem ? What happenea to 
the refugees of Palestine ? Still that problem could not be solved. The 
question asked by the common man in street is how are you going to 
solve the refugee problem ? The common man in the street tells us, "If 
you do not have a Bangladesh, if Bangladesh does not have a geographic 
territory, then it is duty of India to create one". Israel marched upto the 
desert of Senai. China is still occupying thousand of square miles of our 
territory. The super powers will understand only if we speak in language 
which is understood by them. President Nixon and Mr. Rogers are not 
prepared to call murder by its proper name. When Tajuddin Ahmed 
declared the independence of Bangladesh, he said : 

"Every day this recognition and assistance is delayed a thousand 
lives are lost and more of Bangladesh's vital assets are destroyed". 

Not only the interests of Bangladesh but the interests of India will be 
affected. We do not want war, but events may derive us to that. That is 
what Shri Jayaprakash Narain said in America. The option of choosing 
the time and place will be left to our enemy. That is a pitiable situation. 
Today's Indian Express carries news item saying that Mujibur Rahman is 
critically ill at a hospital in Rawalpindi. Tomorrow a news may come 
from the army headquarters of Pakistan that Mujibur Rahman is 
improving. Day after tomorrow, another news will come that suddenly 
he developed heart attack and lost his life. That was what happened to 
Lumumba in Congo. The same thing may be repeated and Mujibur 
Rahman may be killed. The Government should do what all it can to 
save his life. Mr. Rogers is coming. Before that. Government should act. 
Recognition alone will not solve the problem. What is important is the 
follow-up action after recognition. I hope the Government will spell out 
its programme today. 
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PROF. S. L. SAKSENA (Maharajganj): Sir, I have very great respect 
for our Prime Minister. She is known for her bravery and quick decision. 
But on his occasion her indecision and inaction has pained me very 
greatly. She missed the bus in the 1st week of April. At that time about a 
million people had been killed from 25th March to 1st April and the 
entire international press community which had been repelled from 
Dacca just then, had condemned the killings. If only we had then 
extended recognition to Bangladesh and sent our troops on a mission of 
merey into that country, all this subsequent tragedy could have been 
avoided. Pakistani troops were then small in number and could have 
been easily defeated at that time. In that case today there would have 
been a Sovereign Independent Republic of Bangladesh with full 
authority and there would have been no problem. But we missed the bus 
at that time. 

Now we are trying our best move the world conscience. But we have 
not succeeded. Everybody is selfish. After the broadcast by Yahya Khan, 
I hope our Prime Minister will not allow the name of country to be 
besmirched like that, be it China, Pakistan or any other power. We have 
showed our strength during the Pakistan conflict. I hope our government 
will immediately send our troops on a mission of mercy to stop the 
genocide and the daily massacre in Bangladesh. We should not be afraid 
of China and Pakistan whom we defeated in 1965. Then there are 
millions of brave Patriotic Youngmen among refugees from Bangladesh. 
We should train these youngmen and send them to fight their country by 
giving them arms. I am sure victory shall be ours and then everybody 
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will support us, because nobody supports a coward nation. I, therefore, 
hope that we shall not be put in the list of cowards. The time has come to 
act and there is no other way. The Members on the Congress side are 
also of this opinion. I hope, the whole nation is of this very opinion. 
Therefore, I wish the Prime Minister to take courage and to announce 
the decision that we are going to recognise Bangladesh. 

SHRI M. SATYANARAYAN RAO (Karimnagar) : I am very sorry 
that this Government has miserably failed to do its duty. On 31st March 
this House had passed a unanimous Resolution asking this Government 
to act quickly. But it has failed. It has no right to rule this country. One 
Member was saying because there was no territory or population so we 
cannot recognise. If that is the position then why then this Government 
mention Bangladesh instead of East Pakistan. This Government has no 
business to call it Bangladesh. When it calls Bangladesh then it is its 
duty to recognise. Sir, only then we act when we are strong. Had we 
acted quickly, given military aid or sent our military to Bangladesh then 
the whole world would have recognised that country. There is a saying : 
nothing succeeds like success. It is most unfortunate. The Foreign 
Minister happens to be a Sardar. He must be bold enough. Being a 
Sardar he could have taken the decision. We must take the decision here 
and now that we are going to recognise Bangladesh otherwise all the 
opposition parties are going to give a call to the Indian people not to 
recognise this Government. I request to Sardar Swaran Singh to 
recognise Bangladesh immediately otherwise you will be creating so 
many problems for us. We are going to spend crores of rupees on these 
people when we are not in a position to feed our own people, please 
atleast consider this matter and recognise Bangladesh. Not only 
recognise Bangladesh but send our Army there to rehabilitate the victims 
of this genocide. 

THE MINISTER OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS (SHRI SWARAN 
SINGH): Mr. Chairman, Sir, on an issue like this, this type of statement 
to say the least does not become the opposition. On an issue like this I do 
not want to enter into a debate of the type by giving reasons as to why as 
the present stage it is not possible for us to recognise Bangladesh. We 
have stated this position quite clearly and I would request the hon. 
Members that they should also exercise some restrain in a matter like 
this. 

So far as international affairs are concerned that is a different matter 
altogether. But this is an internal matter and we should not cause greater 
complications in this matter of international importance. If you do not 
want to exercise restraint, I can only say that this is not in our overall 





national interest. I am fully convinced of that. 

SHRIINDRAJIT GUPTA : You do not admit any change in the 
circumstances after President Yahya Khan's broadcast ? 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH : I will give my comments upon President 
Yahya Khan's statement and will also touch upon other aspects. 

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE: Why should he sermonise ? 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH : I am not sermonising but, if I may ask in 
all humility and earestness, why is he asking me to do or not to do a 
particular thing ? I do not want to sermonise; this is not my way. But I 
would like hon. Members to think serioulsy that the type of consensus 
that we have been trying to build on an issue like this for realising our 
national objective should not be spoiled by indulging in this type of an 
attitude which does not at all help the cause for the realisation of which 
all of us should be united. If you use this type of an argument and try to 
start with calling upon me to do or not to do a think of that nature, I am 
sure that you are loging the concentrated attention which all of us devote 
for realising that objectve and we are unnecessarily wasting our energy 
on something which to my mind is peripheral. 

The main objective which we have set before us is contained in our 
Resolution which we all unanimously adopted, in which we said that we 
support and have every sympathy for the cause of freedom in which the 
people of Bangladesh are engaged. We are also unanimously pledged to 
support that cause. As to what should be done in pursuance of that 
Resolution, is a matter about which there can be a difference of opinion. 
But we should try to resolve that and should try to concentrate our 
attention for realising that objective rather than on insisting that a 
particular step at a particular stage is the only way to resove that 
problem. This is the crux of the entire mat^r. 

Coming to the statement that President Yahya Khan has made, to a 
certain extented had already touched upon certain featured which I 
suspected might be contained in the statement that was expected to be 
mud by President Yahya Khan. But I must say clearly that the statement 
that President Yahya Khan has made has created a situation where this 
action of President Yahya Khan alone will be mainly responsible for 
strengthening the resolve of the people of Bangladesh to carry on their 
determined struggle for their freedom and for getting rid of the military 
strangle-hold which the military regime of Pakistan had been trying tc 
perpetuatOir 

PROF. S. L. SAKSENA : Without your help ? 
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SHRI SWARAN SINGH : If you examine that statement, the 
conclusion is irresistible that for all times to come he has negatived any 
chance of reversion to the democratic way of life. Instead of die elected 
members of the Pakistan National Assembly being entrusted with the 
task of framing the Constitution, some experts will frame the 
Constitution. There are also several other highly obnoxious features in 
that statement which clearly show that a determined bid has been made 
by the military regime to perpetuate their own hold and the process of 
democratic emergence upon which the country, it appeared had 
embarked after the last elections, which gave such outstanding victory to 
the Awami League led by Sheikh Mujibur Rahman, has been completely 
negatived by the statement that President Yahya Khan has made. 

The entire philosophy behind the election to the Constituent 
Assembly was that the elected representatives will have the right to 
frame their Constitution. Now, that is taken away from them. Then, 
again, what is most surprising is that the military regime will decide as 
to who loses the elective post. It is most surprising that the 
administration has arrogated to themselves the right to declare that a 
particular party or a particular individual has indulged in such activity 
which in their judgment has created a situation where they party would 
lose its recognition or the elected member will lose his seat. There 
cannot be any more cruel joke to their profession of still reverting to a 
democratic way of life if this power is sought to be assumed, as 
President Yahya Khan has tried to assume, by making the statement that 
the administration will decide as to who will remain a member or who 
will lose his membership because, they say, if any party is guilty of what 
they describe as indulging secessionist activity, then they will decide as 
to whether they still retain the right to be the members of the National 
Assembly. 

This is, to say the least, the complete negation of the democratic 
idea. There is another highly unsatisfactory feature of the statement 
according to which it is said that regional parties as such may be called 
upon not to participate in the process of Constitution making or even in 
the matter of political functioning unless they are parties which have got 
brances all over the country. This is something which, I think, cuts at the 
root of any democratic process. There are far-reaching implications of 
this not only for Bangladesh but even for different constituents in West 
Pakistan itself. This might mean that a party, for instance, consisting of 
Baluchis to respond to the aspirations of Balushi people or a party which 
might try to project the aspirations of the people of North West Frcmtier 
Province can also, on this basis, be said to be not national parties but 



regional parties which can be supressed and their political activities 
curbed by depriving them of the right to contest National Assembly 
seats. 

These are some of the features which are so patently objectionable 
judged by the standards of democratic ideals that any hope still left that 
there could be a possibility of the restoration of democratic rights of the 
people which, according to us, means entrusting the responsibility of 
administration to the elected representatives led by Sheikh Mujibur 
Rahman, has been dashed to the ground. 

SHRIS. M. BANERJEE : What are you going to do now ? 

SHRIINDRAJIT GUPTA : Have all your hopes gone now ? Have 
you still any hope of a political solution ? 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH : I never entertain the type of hopes which 
he wants me to say that I have got them. 

SHRI INDRAJIT GUPTA : You tell us what are your hopes. 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH ; We have to realise the implications of it. 
This means that this will be a long fierce struggle in which the people of 
Bangladesh will have to carry on their fight and, in this struggle, 
according to the revolution unanimously adopted by Parliament, we are 
pledged to extend all possible sympathy and support to them. 

So, far the question of recognition is concerned, I would like to say 
that this is a proposition about which we do not take a negativewiew. We 
have always said that we are not opposed to recognition. This is a matter 
which is constantly under review. 

DR. RANEN SEN (Barasat): How long ? 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH : And I would like to say that at the 
appropriate time if we find it is necessary to recognise, we will certainly 
recognise Bangladesh. So at the present stage, I would appeal to the 
Hon'ble Members that some new factors have also been introduced and 
we have to review our attitude in view of the completely negative 
statement that has been made by President Yahya Khan... 
(Interruptions). It will not be proper to hustle us to take a view. When 
we say that we are not opposed to recognition, it will not be quite proper 
for those who may feel strongly about our going ahead now and here 
with recognition to hustle us. They should realise that this is something 
upon which we do not take a negative attitude. We can certainly examine 
it, re-examine it and keep the position under review. So far as our efforts 
to help or support those who are engaged in the struggle, that is already 



contained in the resolution which has been unanimously adopted by this 
House. 

SHRl INDRAJIT GUPTA: So, the only positive thing that remains is 
your continued recognition of Yahya Khan's authority in Bangladesh. 
Bangladesh means you are recognising them. You are recognising every 
thing that they are doing there. 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH : Don't ask me to make a categorical 
statement which may not turn out to be.... 

SHRI INDRAJIT GUPTA : Why not ? 

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE : Let the people of this country know what 
you are. 

MR. CHAIRMAN : No personal aspersions please .... (Interruptions). 

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE : I have nothing against him personally. 
Sir.... (Interruptions). 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH : I would only say that this type of thing 
does not at all appeal to me and it does not move me either. 1 don't agree 
with that type of shouting. 

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE : We don't care for you. You are Mr. 
Bhutto's Mend. You are Yahya Khan's friend...* 

MR. CHAIRMAN : Nothing of what Mr. Banerjee says will go on 
record. J appeal to you not to interfere.... You are a very old 
parliamentarian....You should not interfere like this so often. 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH ; Sir, I won't like to prolong the debate. I 
want to say very clearly that at the present stage the stand of the 
Government—it is not my personal stand—is that the conditions are not 
at the moment either proper or-wise for granting recognition. We will 
keep this matter under review and we will take a decision at the 
appropriate time. This is our stand and I hope it will be appreciated and I 
request Mr. Samar Guha not to divide the House and the country on this 
issue because there is no disagreement on the substance and it should not 
be lost is these slogans and counter slogans in which I have a fear that 
the real problem will miss to and we will be involved in this type of 
slinging match which 1 do not want to participate in because I know 
more than the Hob'ble Members the vital issues involved, the delicacy 
and also the risk.... (Interruption). It is, therefore, our responsibility.... 

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE : Say something about America. Why don't 
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you say against your masters ? 

SHRl SWARAN SINGH: Let us not confuse one issue with the other. 

So far as the question of arms supply is concerned, (Interruptions). I 
have already registered my strongest protest. (Interruptions). 

MR. CHAIRMAN : I will not allow anybody to get up as he likes. I 
am permitting Hon'ble Mr. Indrajit Gupta to put a question. Mr. Bade, I 
am not allowing you. This is not the way of conducting the House. 

SHRI INDRAJIT GUPTA ; Before the Hon'ble Minister sits down, I 
would like to ask him to tell us, to give, us, an assurance that this kind of 
reply which he is giving whether we consider it rightly or wrongly is 
thoroughly evasive, is not being influenced by the fact that President 
Nixon's envoy, special envoy, Mr. Kissinger, is about to descend upon 
us. We should not be influenced by his visits. We should speak out 
boldly, in the interest of our country. 

SHRI KRISHNA MENON : Before the Minister concludes his reply, 
would he say about this ? He said, we should not be divided by slogans. 
Is the matter of recognition merely a slogan and not a matter of 
substance ? Demands for international recognition is not a matter of 
slogan. 

SHRI MURASOLI MARAN ; We have read in the papers that Shri 
Mujibur Rahman is critically ill.... 

MR. CHAIRMAN : No more questions. 

SHRI SEZHIYAN (Kumbakonam) : Shri Mujibur Rahman is 
reported to be critically ill. This is their usual practice. Whenever they 
want to do away with the life of a certain leader they may do this. Today 
it is said, Mujibur Rahman is ill. Tomorrow they may say, he is in critical 
condition. Day after tomorrow it may be reported that he is dead. I want 
to know what Government is doing in this regard. 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH : I would like to say that this is the policy 
which we have been following which I have just outlined and we have 
all along kept the House informed both here and also in the course of the 
informal discussions with the leaders of the Opposition. I think it is not 
proper to suggest that this has got anything to do with the visit to India 
of die Advisor to President Nixon. That has nothing to do with this. 
There is no relation whatsoever. 1 would request the Hon'ble Member not 
to see things which may not be there at all. I do not know what Mr. 
Krishna Monon wanted when he said he wanted to distinguish the slogan 
from the substance. 
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SHRI KRISHNA MENON : I said; you say the demand is one of 
slogan. I wanted to know whether you consider the demand for 
recognition as slogan or a vital matter which you have to consider. That 
is all I asked. 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH : On that I think I made the position quite 
clear and that is the Government position, that we are not opposed to 
recognition; therefore, on this substantive question there is no difference. 
The difference is to the timing of it, when it should be done. So far as the 
question of recognition is concerned, it is not a question of slogan. What 
I said was with respect to the slinging match that was going on. The 
difference is only of timing when the circumstances are ripe for it. It is a 
substantive question. Therefore, I said, when there is hardly any 
difference between the two points, the House should not be divided on 
an issue like this when there is so little difference of opinion on the 
substantive question. That is what I wanted to convey. 

About the last question, I fully share the concern expressed about the 
health of Sheikh Mujibur Rahman. In fact, on this issue Prime Minister 
herself and all of us have been impressing upon the Governments that 
they should take it up very strongly with Pakistan. Sheikh Mujibur 
Rahman is an outstanding leader who has won such outstanding victory 
and who commands the obedience and respect and confidence of such 
vast numbers of people in Pakistan. In fact he commands the majority if 
we take Pakistan as a whole. He is such an outstanding leader. We have 
said that every effort should be made by the international community, by 
the Governments and by others, to ensure about the safety of Sheikh 
Mujibur Rahman. Only this morning it is said that he is critically ill. 
Some days back it was reported that he was keeping indifferent health. 
This is one of the important points we have been highlighting with all 
Governments that they should specially urge and impress upon the 
military rulers of Pakistan that the safety of a leader of this stature and of 
the popularity and type of condence that he commands, as Sheikh 
Mujibur Rahman, should be ensured. In fact, we have also suggested that 
every effort should be made to see that he is released. Some Hon'ble 
Member had said that we had not said that he should be released. I 
would like to submit that in fact I had gone much further and said that a 
Government which was headed or controlled by or which had the 
support of Sheikh Mujibur Rahman was the one condition which would 
create the type of atmosphere in which the refugees could go back, 
because he had the majority support behind him. So, we have always 
been in favour of Sheil^ Mujibur Rahman being released, and we have 
urged all Governments. 
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SHRIINDRAJIT GUPTA : Does, he know where actually he is being 
kept ? 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH : Our information is that he is still in West 
Pakistan. 

SHRI INDRAJIT GUPTA : In jail ? 

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE : In which jail in West Pakistan is a big 
place. I know West Pakistan. In which jail is he being kept ? 

SHRI SAMAR GUHA : It is not proper to point it out at this stage. 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH ; Threrfore, the question of Sheikh Mujibur 
Rahman's safety and the steps being taken to ensure that the military 
regime treats him well and releases him as soon as possible and starts 
further processes which should lead to the emergence of a democratic set 
up—^these are the very points that we have been urging, and in the light 
of what I have said, I would request the hon. Mover not to press this 
resolution for a vote, because we should not divide on an issue like this. 

DR. RANEN SEN : Absolutely hopeless statement. 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH ; I know I cannot please him. 

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE : He cannot please anyone in India. 

SHRI SAMAR GUHA ; Our Minister of External Affairs has said that 
Government have not taken a negative attitude in regard to the 
immediate recognition of Bangladesh, but unfortunately, they have not 
still indicated the positive attitude towards the question. Perhaps, 
Government did not expect that so soon an so crudely their pet hope of a 
political solution on which a lot of speculation was going on would be 
exploded by Yahya Khan. I do not know whether our Government still 
would like to continue to hibernate in a cosy bed of superinaction. I do 
not know whether they will take any positive action. But I am really 
surprised to find that our Government have become a more 
knowledgeable expert on not only the question of Bangladesh but on the 
interests of Bangladesh when they claim that it will be unhelpful or 
harmful or it would not be proper to give the Bangladesh Government 
recognition at the moment. When all the people of Bangladesh, their 
leader, their provisional government, and their Mukit Fauj and all their 
political leaders, not once or twice but repeatedly have been pleading not 
only with India but with the whole world that their government should 
be immediately recognised, I do not know how Government say that it 
will not be to their benefit or it will be unhelpful to them or that it will be 





harmful to them. I do not know whether our Government knows more 
about their interests than they themselves know. 

I do not know whether I should use any adjective for our Minister of 
External Affairs. If he does not mind it, I may say he is really a 
misleading Foreign Minister, because he has misled us to believe on 
several occasions that if India gives recognition to Bangladesh, no other 
country is going to follow us. But Shri Jaya Prakash Narayan who was 
not bridled by any diplomatic inhibitions and who has had a free and 
frank talk with almost all the important leaders of 20 countries of the 
world during his 48-day lour of the -world has made it clear in a public 
statement that if India took courage to give recognition, it will be 
followed by several other countries; at least four or five countries will 
immediately give recognition, if India gives recognition. Only a few 
days before we have seen 216 British Members of Parliament issuing a 
statement in which they have said that their Government should also 
give recognition to the Bangladesh Government. 

I do not know what more the Government expects about 
mobilisation of world opinion Perhaps at no time, on no particular issue, 
has the whole world opinion, the press and public opinion been so 
unanimous as in the expressions of their condemnation of Yahya Khan's 
regime and in support of people of Bangladesh and their aspiration for 
freedom. I do not know how long the Government will go on sending 
missions abroad to mobilise world opinion. 

One very important factor is the attitude of our friend, Soviet Russia, 
in regard to the issue of recognition. If we have a barometer to see the 
mind of Moscow in our country, that barometer is the opinion of our CPI 
friend in India. We find them so vigorously vocal in urging the 
Government to give immediate recognition to Bangladesh. It would have 
been possible if Russia was not willing to support the recognition of 
Bangladesh, want to know from the Government whether it is a fact that 
our Moscow Mission informed Delhi that Russia had come to the 
conclusion that Bangladesh had come to stay. If that is so, what is the 
political implication of this ? The political implication of this is that if 
our Government takes a bold step to give immediate recognition to 
Bangladesh, Russia will not oppose it. They will with in a month or two 
also support. India and give recognition to Bangladesh. 

I want to warn the Government that time is the most deciding factor 
in altimately determining the fate of the people of Bangladesh as also the 
fate of the seven million refugees as also the fate of India. I want to warn 
the Government that time is our enemy now and it is the best friend of 





Pakistan. We have already wasted very valuable initial time. For two 
weeks after the fateful day of 25th March, Pakistan did not dare to ship 
even one battalion of his army from West Pakistan to East Pakistan to 
crush the revolution of Bangladesh because they were terribly afraid that 
if they shipped their army from West Pakistan, it would create a serious 
defence imbalance in the Western sector. After waiting for two weeks, 
when they found that India was not going to do anything, the shifted 2.5 
divisions of their army and that enabled Pakistan to crush the 
Bangladesh revolution and killed ten lakhs of patriots there. 

I also want to draw the attention of the Government to the fact that 
China did not uttar a single word till 12th April. They were watching the 
reaction of India. Russia also initially took a very strict attitude because 
President Podgomy wrote a strong letter of Yahya Khan. Why was it not 
followed up ? The reason lies not in Moscow, but in Delhi. Delhi did not 
react in time, properly, adequately and effectively. 

I also want to draw your attention to the fact that the USA, UK, 
France and all other world powers kept completely silent after 25th 
March for about two weeks. What is the reason ? They are carefully 
watching the reaction and action of India, whether India was going to 
take any positive action. As India failed to take any positive action, 
according to diplomatic practice, they did not want to annoy Pakistan 
unnecessarily. 

Time is in favour of Pakistan and it is against us. We have made 
many assumptions. Our first assumption was that Pakistan would not 
dare to shift their army from the western to the eastern sector. It was on 
this assumption that we thought that the Bangladesh revolution would be 
able to achieve its objective. That was proved wrong. Our second 
assumption was that not more than two million refugees would cross 
over to India. In one of the meetings in which the Foreign Minister was 
present the Prime Minister told us that about 15 lakhs of refugees came. 
Mr. Chavan was also present. The Defence Minister was sitting by my 
side and when I said that India should lost in a mood of temporary 
torpor. It was Lord Krishna who lifted him up out of it. I do not know, 
there is no Krishna here to tell the Minister to act. You must act. 

THE ^IINISTER OF PARLIAMENTARY AFFAIRS, AND 
SHIPPING AND TRANSPORT (SHRI RAJ BAHADUR) ; Before he 
concludes, I would like to say one thing Enough time has been allowed 
and the subject has been sufficiently debated. My estremed collegaue, 
the Minister of External Affairs, has said that the matter will be kept 
under study.,.Therefore, under rule 340 of the Rules of Procedure, I move 
that the debate on the question may now be adjourned sine die. 
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SHRIS. M. BANERJEE : Read rule 3rd (1) if you want to abuse the 
rule. 

SHRI RAJ BAHADUR : I am not abusing the rule. I have made my 
request on two grounds namely, that the Minister of external Affairs has 
already stated position. It is a developing situation. We cannot take a 
decision all of a sudden; that is any sort of a snap decision. Since the 
situation is a developing one it will be kept under review. We also have 
to study the implication and the reprecussion of the statement or the 
declaration made by President Yahya Khan. I would therefore, request 
that the debate may be adjuourned sine die. 

MR. CHAIRMAN : There is no abuse of the rules. (Interruption). 
The debate is adjourned sine die. Shri A. K. Gopalon. 

SHRI SAMAR GUHA : Sir, since the debate is adjourned sine die, 
the resolution will remain alive. I do not want to divide the House. If 
there was no bar from the side of the Government, I have no doubt that 
this resolution would have been adopted by an overwhelming majority, 
but I do not want to divide the House; I want to create a national 
consensus, and not divide the House, Therefore agree for the 
adjournment of this debate on my resolution. 

MR. CHAIRMAN ; The question is ; 

"That the debate be adjourned sine die." 

The motion was adopted. 

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE ; On a point of order. Sir, Before getting the 
vote of the House, you declared that the debate in adjourned sine die. 

MR. CHAIRMAN : After that, I have taken the vote of the House 
also. 

Lastly, Pakistan is utilising the time to get money from oil-rich 
Middle East countries and also other countries. 

That is why I say that time is now the best friend of Pakistan and the 
greatest enemy of India. I am sorry that the Government do not know 
how to deal with a dynamic situation of revolutionary national upsurge. I 
ask the Defence Minister to go through the history of Russian 
Revolution. Trotsky, who was the architect of that revolution says that 
the success of a revolution depends on determining the mood and 
spontaniety of the people. You must not forget that the Bangladesh 
people had started the fighting one month earlier. For one month, there 
was the non-co-operation movement. And then after one month, for 
three months they have been fighting. It is four months now. Is it 





possible that the national upsurge, the energy and the mood of the people 
will remain as before ? That is why I say that recognition of this 
movement is absolutely necessary; it will act also as a shot in their arm; 
it will change their whole outlook and it will renew their faith in 
themselves, and create a new confidence in themselves and it would 
energise them to fresh action, a brilliant action. 

If you really want to see that, you will find that during the monsoon 
the Bangladesh fighters are fighting like lions. Wherever I have gone, I 
have seen their base of operations. The first question they used to ask us 
was, "When will you give us recognition ?" Recognition means they will 
have their political freedom for developing their own struggle. 
Recognition means that it will give us the freedom for helping them; no 
diplomatic bar will stand in our way. 

I want to warn the Government. I am not in favour of those who 
advocate war with Pakistan. I feel that recognition is the only remaining 
alternative, at the moment, to war with Pakistan. Otherwise already war- 
cries have started, and many Members in this House have started talking 
about the struggle in Bangladesh, about freeing Bangladesh. What does 
it mean ? If means war. There is no necessity for the Indian army to 
fight, Bangladesh will have their liberation army; their guerilla fighters; 
they will be able to achieve their whole objective. If you give them arms 
and weapons, that will strengthen them and give them the diplomatic 
liberty to go along with the world. That will strengthen them. There is 
the only alternative to avoid a war with Pakistan; that is, to give 
immediate recognition to them. Then, on the basis of independent 
nations, on the basis of mutual relations, you can give arms to them; give 
them training, and give them everything they want; also give them the 
freedom to go round the world. That is what I would say. That is the only 
means to help Bangladesh. 

Before I conclude, I just say one word. What happened at the critical 
moment at Kurukshetra, as giving to us in the Mahabharatha ? Arujun 
was prepare to receive 80 lakhs, the Defence Minister ridiculed me that I 
was childish and I was saying something alarmist. He said not more than 
20 lakhs would come. Now what is the position ? Your second 
assumption has proved wholly incorrect. 

Their third assumption is still going on. They assume that Pakistan 
will collapse from within due to economic crisis. Now a days no country 
collapse from within due to economic difficulties. There are the Middle 
Eastern countries, oil-rich countries. Even die consortium may refuse to 
give aid to Pakistan not for political reasons but because they are afraid 
that their loan may not be repaid and if they made additional payments 
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of loans that will be lost. So only on economic grounds they are 
withholding aid to Pakistan. Perhaps Pakistan will get time to have 
unilateral discussions with foreign powers to get more aid. 

If you give time to Pakistan what does it mean ? I shall enumerate 
the consequences. Firstly, it will get an opportunity to raise and equip 
two new divisions of army with Chinese military hardwares. For 
finishing the task in the shortest possible time, Pakistan is making these 
divisions mixed ones, with l/3rd of trained soldiers, l/3rd with reserves 
and l/3rd with new recruits. Secondly, Pakistan is getting two squadrons 
of fighter bomgers from France in the shortest possible time. Thirdly, 
Pakistan is soon getting here fourth submarine. Fourthly, Pakistan is 
getting an opportunity to complete its shopping for arms and spareparts 
from the NATO market, USA, China, Iran an Turkey within the next two 
montsh. Fifthly, Pakistan is getting time quickly to replace Bengali 
personnel in her Air Force and Navy. These people constitute about 20 
per cent of these forces and most of them are technical personnel, 
navigators, etc. In the navy they were holding very key positions. Now 
they have given an advertisement in West Pakistan for recreuitment of 
West Pakistanis in place of the East Bengalis. You are allowing them 
time to do so. It means that now their Air Force and Navy is short of 
trained personnel by 20 to 25 per cent and by allowing them time you 
are enabling them to make up this deficiency. 

Sixthly, Pakistan is utilising time for raising armed militia, para 
militia, police force and counter guerilla forces from among the non- 
Bengali elements in Bangladesh. Seventhly, at present the water ways 
are the main supply and communications lines for Pakistan Army in 
Bangladesh. They are making firantic efforts for restoring railway and 
land communications and if you give them time they will do it. Eighthly, 
Pakistan is getting time to bring Chinese gun-boats and coal from China. 
Ninthly, Pakistan is using the time politically also in mobilising the 
Muslim League, Jamaite-Islami and other puppets and quisilings to 
support them Bangladesh. Tenthly, the increasing food shortage and near 
famine condition in Bangladesh is giving opportunity to Pinch rulers to 
squeeze out more people from Bangladesh into India. 
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CALLING ATTENTION TO MATTER OF URGENT 
PUBUC IMPORTANCE 

Reported US decision to supply Arms to Pakistan 

3t «WTwif^r wf 

^ ^srr^ef ^n^er (ii 

“csff^Tus^ ^ic>ic«i 

wtai ■^st^ 9m9 1” 

THE MINISTER OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS (SHRI SWARAN 
SINGH) ; "Government have seen the text of the statement made by 
Senator Church on July 7, 1971, that an estimated $35 million worth of 
military equipment is still in the arms pipeline for delivery to Pakistan. 
On 8th July, 1971, a State Department Spokesman stated that "the 
average approximate figure over the last five fiscal years has been in the 
order of $10 to 15 million a year." 

Senator Church is a well informed Senator and has been taking great 
interest in the question of arms supply by USA to different countries. It 
is possible that his figure may not be far from correct. In any case, 
amounts in dollars do not give aclear indication of the nature and 
quantum of military equipment involved. Equipment purchased from 
certain Governmental sources is valued much below the normal market 
price. All spare parts which may cost very little can reactivate deadly 
weapons. 

Government shares the concern of all sections of the House about 
the continued supply of military equipment by USA to Pakistan. I would 
like to assure the House that our views on the subject have been 
conveyed in unequivocal terms to the US Government. 

Government feel that supply of arms to Pakistan by any country in 
the present context amounts to condonation of genocide in Bangladesh 
and encouragement to the continuation of the atrocities by the military 
rulers of Pakistan. It also amounts to an intervention on the side of the 
military rulers of West Pakistan against the people of Bangladesh. We 
have left US Government in no doubt about the dangerous implications 
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of such a policy on the situation in Bangladesh and on the peace and 
stability of the sub-continent and the region as a whole. 

: "fro 

^ (?PT%T?i >r^ <£^ csftec^ 

CT, -sTHf^ isRj ^fspmicR# 

wt«« TOt wf ^ 

?ft?i5TOTO (?*Kai ^ 1%^ tWSTR m ^'Q ^Iwfa^PI (?T^ 

I (TT’^fir^ T?TO, <trfwn?(?i sjwi'srwn w=t, 

'2^CTj?I C^’^THTO 

wm <Ti1%m=T?[ f^'-spc^ i wr^ 

fiff%<r*FTO ®Tm 1^, 

sfOT ’TTOI ^ ^srrsnrpf^ 

cst ^5^ I ^ c^ ^;cTO f^, w to5? 
3Pf^ ^ i£H5<?rf? WIT CT, osjf^n^ ^tcwc*! v» c^ 

(?c ^ TPrm ^rsra ^ i 

^rc5jfl<Pi ^ ^iwi lij <?? 

’fflns^RT —«tn <^^ c^ 

w^*r^«r ’Tffwmw cwt i ^srrf^ wtros ^nf¥^ 

toR ^ c3Rft sf*fr5Rlt, tomit, 

^ (?m SRsm ^STp^m towT (?I, ‘SRIi^ ^ ^ ^ 

R t^5?n ’Titon?!? 'Q’RT fiiOT fWm 

f (?m ^«n ?... 

SHRISWARAN SINGH : I agree with the first, part of his speech in 
which he has analysed the situation and voiced the concern of the 
country and of the House about the continued supply of arms by the US 
Government to Pakistan. At the end, he has asked two or three specific 
questions to which I will confine my replies. 

First of all, he asked whether any assurance that the US would not 
supply arms to Pakistan was given by Dr. Kissinger when he was here in 
Delhi. I would like to say that Dr. Kissinger was on a fact-finding 
mission and he did not give any assurance of that type. 

SHRI INDRAJIT GUPTA (Alipore) : Did he ask for any such 
assurance ? 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH: We have asked at a level much higher than 
Dr. Kissinger's for such an assurance, but it is not forthcoming. 
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SHRIINDRAJIT GUPTA : What kind of facts did he find out here ? 

SHRISWARAN SINGH : It is for him to answer, not for me. 

SHRI SAMAR GUHA (Cont 2 ii); Did the Minister acquaint the House 
with the dialogue ? 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH : The second question was whether Dr. 
Kissinger had said that he would exercise any pressure on Pakistan to 
discontinue the military action in Bangladesh. 

SHRI P. K. DEO (Kalahandi): Is the Minister satisfied ? 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH : I am not satisfied at all. 

This matter had been taken up very strongly by us with the US 
Government in Washington, and they have been saying that they would 
take the matter up with Pakistan, but we will not accept it unless there is 
any result. On the other hand, the atrocities in Bangladesh continue and 
as I told Shri P. K. Deo, I am not at all satisfied with whatever action 
might have been taken in this respect by the US Government. 

SHRI SAMAR GUHA : Are you satisfied with your own action, the 
action you are taking about Bangladesh ? 

MR. SPEAKER : I do not like such interruptions. 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH : We can defer that. What we are discussing 
today is something different. 

MR. SPEAKER : The hon. Minister need not pay attention to him. 

Shri SWARAN SINGH : I agree that the US policy to arm Pakistan 
dating back to the year 1954 is the main source of building up the 
military potential of Pakistan. From 1954 to 1965, military equipment 
worth 1,700 to 2,000 million dollars has reached Pakistan from US 
soruces. That has enabled her to build up her military potential, and the 
constituation of the current suppy, particularly after the military action in 
Bangladesh, is something which is of great concern to us, in view of the 
fact that several countries have stopped the supply of all arms to 
Pakistan after events in Bangladesh took the turn they have. 

We have, therefore, been constantly pressing the United States 
Government to give up their plan of continued supply of arms to 
Pakistan even though the licences for these might have been issued 
earlier to 25th March when the military action in Pakistan started, but we 
have not succeeded. 

About the statement by Senator Tunney to which the hon. Member 
referred, we have been informed by US Embassy today that no US flag 



io>S8 

ship was carrying Pakistani troops. This is what they have told us today. 

AN HON. MEMBER : They may deny to tomorrow. 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH : If they deny it tomorrow, I will make that 
known tomorrow. This is the statement they make now. 

^ c«fr% “sift 

^ <11^ ^srrsrt? ^ ’lu? : 

"We read the world wrong and say that it deceives us.” 

C^, C3^, ^ ^ C^, (Pfm 

(7PH»r ^spsfpn ^ i ^ %sfi??Rrr 

*fm I cm ^ 

^ ^ m\ TOjTt I ^nr»T w vaircvt^'^pi seato « 
SENTO-? wu %>rR ^ cTOi (m, 

V5|^^pS%f I 

It is a sort of a fig-leaf to oppose communism. 

^ (?m ^ c«?n?p w 

^ ft=T, ?lf^, ^ 

^ OTT^t f?^FC^ ^CTO ^5^ ^ I 

ctf»t vfif^Hw Tsrar ^ 'q Tst?ifinm %?Tt 

^ 3Fm, ^rtisiR^i, <nf^, 

cm (?f*i^ srstfw ^ ^mcs 

f^ ^iKRT ^ ^ ^i^twT wR c^ 

: 

"They are exacerbating the situation." 

T^K 'srtf^ PiwUw^ Wf I vfiit ^mFP«n ■5?r 

CT : 


"We have left the United States Government in no doubt about the 
dangerous implications of such a policy on the situation in Bangladesh.” 

But the Minister has left us also in doubt about the explosive 
situation. 

TTfrr? wR 'q 

>ii^i«ijHiw^ mi ^3iT5nOT?T *t?ipsK w 

c»ti:^ 1%^ m ^ ^■iiTO 

^$TOT (Rt I ^ ^ ^s(rm 

(£iOTc^ I ^ §lk® 'm mm, vA mm f^s^ -I^cn r Sl^ i ^ 

«aRi^ xfc=i ^ ^ ^ W mm i ^ ^ 

l i C^ tCT <11^ CT, #»f OT ^ 
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f 

C^t*f®T ^ bl^ I will not do simply to 

express our concern. 

’Ri ^sipRiT t *fif4«n:^ 

^ »Ri«frff^ (TW5 ^ ^sn-mwa <i?jT3T4Tif^4^«tOTt’tT 
R| ^ «£| vaitCilfC^ ^JT^RPHRra ^ f 

SHRl SWARAN SINGH : Sir, in the first part of his opening 
statement, he tried to equate the United States and the USSR in the 
matter of supply of arms. I would like to say categorically that he cannot 
do that, because, whereas the United States Government have clearly 
siad that they are not stopping the supply of arms to Pakistan even after 
the happenings in Bangladesh, the USSR Government and their 
spokesmen have made clear statements that they have not supplied any 
arms or even spares to Pakistan particularly after April, 1970. That is the 
latest statement that they have made. 

SHRI JAGANNATH RAO JOSHI ; They are treating India and 
Pakistan on the same footing. It has appeared even in today's papers. 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH : How is that on the same footing in the 
matter on supply of arms ? (Interruption). 

His second question also suffers from a somewhat similar complex 
because he has tried to say that perhaps in 1954, the United States had 
some excuse to supply arms to Pakistan on the ground that it was ment 
to check communism. He might have been taken in by that, but we had 
never been taken in by that argument, because we knew fiilly well that 
the tanks and several other types of equipment that the United States was 
supplying to Pakistan could never be used against communism. We 
knew that the only place where they could be used was perhaps the Indo- 
Gangetic plain against India. So we had never any doubt, and I do not 
see as to why the hon. Member has laboured this point and said that this 
was perhaps an excuse in 1954 which apparently he appears to gulp. I 
would warm him that he should not adopt that attitude. We knew that in 
1954, these arms were supplied to Paldstan against us, and the same 
policy continues. So, there was no question of any valid excuse in 1954, 
as there is none today, except their own desire, as they say, to continue to 
give support to Pakistan in the matter of military equipment. 

He has ultimately asked as to what are our plans in relation to 
Bangladesh. This question relates to the supply of arms. We had a whole 
days's debate on Bangladesh, and I do not intend to repeat my speech. 
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SHRI SWARAN SINGH ; The reply to the first question is "yes". To 
the seconcJ question also the answer is "yes". Dr. Kissinger said that he 
was too buy and that he cannot go to see the refugee camps. Regarding 
his third question, rather suggestion, that in view of the continued policy 
of the United States Government regarding supply of arms to Pakistan 
whether I can now declare that I would not accept any aid for refugees, I 
am sorry, I cannot make such a declaration at the present moment. 

3t tolt ■TOc^rft : ^iwtoi fsito (m\ ^ m 

Us CFf^ ? 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH: Yes, this was given on the 27th June, 1971. 

3§t 'CT^ ’’Tsft : 'oi'sj'3 ton I i£in^ 
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MR. SPEAKER : If the rules permit it. I have no objection to 
allowing it. 



iovSbr 


^ C«ir^'>1^M 8,J>'6 

gro ^ i c«iiH _ 

12.10 hrs. 

R£. PAK MILITARY RBGIMB'S THREAT TO EXECUTE 
SHEIKH MUJIBUR RAHMAN 

MR. SPEAKER: Mr. E A. Ahmed. 

SHRI SAMAR GUHA (Contai) : I want to draw your attention to a 
very vital and urgent matter. 

MR. SPEAKER : I am not allowing you. You have come determined. 
I am sorry I cannot accept it. 

SHRI SAMAR GUHA : Unless and until you throw me out of this 
House, I will go on continuing to raise a matter about Bangladesh and 
bring it to the attention of this House and through this House to the 
country at large, especially when the military regime there is threatening 
the Banga Bandhu Sheikh Mujibur Rahman, that he would be executed 
before October next. Unless and until you throw me out of this House, I 
am not going out. Let me see. (Interruption). 

MR. SPEAKER : He says that unless I throw him out the House he 
will not stop. (Interruptions). 

(?I, m ^ 'sn?TP5K I£lf^ TO TOTO 

® wm ■5TT^ i 

TOST CT, ^ wm to V£I^ WUt I 
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SHRI S. A. SHAMIM (Srinagar): He is not standing alone. I am sure 
the entire House is in sympathy with him. The question is not of Shri 
Samar Guha. The entire House. I do not know why the entire ruling 
party is silent on this issue. 

SHRI H. N. MUipiERJEE (Calcutta North-East): The hon. Member 
has raised a certain question which is agitating the House. The 
Government is represented by some Ministers, hooting or not I do not 
know, but they do not respond. It is always incumbent on the House to 
bring such matters to the notice of everybody and for Government to 
give some kind of response. I have found and Chair always asking the 
Government to make not of the observations and respond in whichever 






manner they think fit. I cannot expect the Chair to take sides or make a 
pronouncement, but the Government does not say anything. The Leader 
of the House, the Prime Minister, is not here. I do not know what those 
Ministers are doing. They ought to respond. 

MR. SPEAKER; When there was nothing on the agenda, why should 
they be here ? The Rajya Sabha is also there. The Ministers are divided. 
Some of them go to the other House, some of them come to this House. 

CT, ^srR% ^ (?f «(*[ ^ ^ C5t 

3t ^81^ ^ (Call attention)- 

‘iRl Revo ^IMH I 

MR. SPEAKER : I only tell you 1 cannot be forced like this, I cannot 
be cowed down like this. There is a way of putting a question, not in this 
manner. A Member goes on defying the Chair, and then you say that I 
should agree. No, I am not going to agree. 

35t ^ ^ 'Q'^ ^ ^srpT^cf (Caii 

attention) I 

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE (Kanpur) : I remember that when this 
question was raised, you were kind on enough to ask Shri Swaran Singh 
to say something about it. It has come in the newspapers. Let him make 
a statement. 

THE MINISTER OF DEFENCE (SHRI JAGJIVAN RAM) ; The 
Government is as much worried and exercised as the House is over what 
has been stated by the military junta of Pakistan about Sheikh Mujibur 
Rahman, the unorowned leader of Bangladesh. As the House is awar, we 
have approached the Governments of various states to exercise pressure 
on the Government of Pakistan to see that no harm is done to Sheikh 
Mujibur Rahman. 

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE : Let us pass a Resolution demanding the 
release of Shiekh Mujibur Rahman. The House can pass it. 

SHRI JAGJIVAN RAM : I think the Minister of External Affairs 
informed the House that the matter had been taken up at the diplomatic 
level with various states to see that justice is done to Sheikh Mujibur 
Rahman and a political settlement is arrived at which will be to the 
satisfaction-of the elected representatives of Bangladesh. That is what 
the Government wants. 
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12.00 hrs 

CALLING ATTENTION TO MATTER OF URGENT 
PUBUC IMPORTANCE 

REPORTED STATEMENT BY PRESIDENT YAHYA KHAN OF 
PAKISTAN TO EXECUTE SHEIKH MUJIBUR RAHMAN 

SHRI SAMAR GUHA (Contai): I call the attention of the Minsiter of 
External Affairs to the following matter of urgent Public Importance and 
request that he may make a statement hereon ; 

The reported statement by President Yahya Khan of Pakistan that 
Sheikh Mujibur Rahman may be executed. 

THE MINISTER OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS (SHRI SWARAN 
SINGH) : Government view with grave concern press reports of 
President Yahya Khan's statement that Sheikh Mujibur Rahman would 
be "court martialled" and that he could not say whether or not the Sheikh 
would be alive when the so-called Pakistan National Assembly meets. 
President Yahya Khan himself had, in one of his earlier statements 
referred to Sheikh Mujibur Rahman as "the future Prime Minister of 
Pakistan". As the leader of the Awami League Party which won 167 of 
the 169 seats to the National Assembly from Bangladesh and thus had a 
clear majority of votes in the National Assembly of Pakistan, Sheikh 
Mujibur Rahman held a unique position as the acknowledge leader not 
only of East Pakistan, but of the whole of Pakistan. What happened after 
the 25th of March this year is known to the whole world. The denial of 
the verdict of the people and letting loose of military oppression and 
trampling on the fundamental human rights of the people of Bangladesh 
stand self-condemned. Instead of respecting the verdict of the people and 
acknowledging Sheikh Mujibur Rahman as the elected and undisputed 
leader of Bangladesh, the Pakistan Government has launched a reign of 
terror and carried out a calculated plan of genocide, the like of which has 
not been seen in recent times. To stage a farcical trial against Sheikh 
Mujibur Rahman is a gross violation of human rights and deserves to be 
condemned by the whole world. 

We have repeatedly expressed our concern for the safety and welfare 
of Sheikh Mujibur Rahman and his family who also are under house 
arrest or in prison. We have conveyed our concern to foreign 
governments and asked them to exercise their influence on the 
Government of Pakistan in this regard. Should any harm be caused to the 
person of Sheikh Mujibur Rahman or his family and colleagues, the 
present situation in Bangladesh will be immeasurably aggravated and the 
present Pakistani rulers will be solely responsible for the consequences. 





We share the concern expressed by about 500 Members of Parliament in 
this regard. We appeal to the conscience of humanity to raise their voice 
against the action that the President of Pakistan proposes to take. We 
express our condemnation of the proposed action and warn the 
Government of Pakistan of its serious consequences. 

SHRI SAMAR GUHA : The Members of the Lok Sabha and the 
Rajya Sabha have in their deepest anxiety sent a memorandum to U 
Thant for rousing the world conscience and also to take immediate steps 
for stopping the trial against Sheikh Mujibur Rahman and also for his 
unconditional and immediate release. Now it is the turn of the 
Government. What effective measures have they taken for early release 
of Sheikh Mujibur Rahman and also for ensuring his personal safety and 
security. It is not a mere question of just appealing to international 
community to rouse world conscience; that alone cannot save the life of 
Banga Bandhu. To me the most effective measure is to recognise Sheikh 
Mujibur Rahman is the President of the People's Republic of Bangladesh 
by giving immediate recognition to Bangladesh. This diplomatic role has 
a meaning which even the bedlamite chieftain of Pindi Junta—may be 
he represents the mad house of the political lunatics of Pindi—should 
realise; even the bedlamite chieftain of Pindi will realise the 
international implication and also the legal implications of making an 
attempt to try in a military court the President of an independent 
sovereign State. If there is any question for ensuring the security of the 
life of Sheikh Mujibur Raliman and for effecting his immediate release, 
recognition is the first and formost issue that our Government should 
decide and decide inunediately. 

Banga Bandhu Sheikh Mujibur Rahman is not merely leader of 75 
million people of Bangladesh; he is not only the President of the People's 
Republic of Bangladesh; he is much more than that. He is the emblem of 
the highest value of democracy in the world today. I again use the word 
Banga Bandhu; he is really the Bandhu of values—praja tantric, ideal. I 
want to remin the House that nowhere and at no time in the annals of the 
world history no leader commanded the total loylty of the total 
population of a country as Sheikh Mujibur Rahman does today. In no 
democratic multi-party system of elections ever held in any part of the 
world has emerged a leader like him who could secure with his party 
98.9 per cent of the representation the people. No military, fascist or any 
type of totalitarian regime has ever succeeded in resurrecting the 
sovereign will of the people, lost in the abyss of ruthless totalitarain 
authority as he has done. And it must be remembered that the elections 
were held under the military regime of Pakistan. In those conditions, he 
made a tremendous success in resurrecting the sovereign will of the 





people. It is to be recorded in the august House of biggest democracy in 
the world that no democratic leader of any country in the world had ever 
succeeded in raising the banner of democracy to the highest summit as 
has been doen by Sheikh Mujibur Rahman. 

We are proud of our Gandhian legacy. Mahatma Gandhi is the father 
of the technique of non-violent non-cooperation movement. I should 
humbly say that Sheikh Mujibur Rahman excelled in applying the 
technique of national liberation much more than Gandhiji himself. The 
total people of Bangladesh had complete faith in him and before the 25th 
of March no writ of Yahya Khan had any sway eitiier in the public life or 
in public administration. It is on record that it had never happened in any 
part of the world that the Chief Justice of the High Court refused to 
administer the oath of office to the Governor-designate Mr. Tikka Khan. 

Mr. Yahya Khan has claimed that he is a descendent of Nadir Shah. 
He has made that claim. In the right style of Nadir Shah, he has taken the 
decision to try Sheikh Mujibur Rahman—who, as I said, is the greatest 
emblem of democracy today — in camera. He is also threatened in 
advance to prejudice the proceedings of the court by saying that he 
might be executed before the sitting of the so-called, fake National 
Assembly of Pakistan in coming October. 

I want to warn Pakistan that if they try...(Interruptions) This is a 
warning — there will be unprecedented reprecussions, terrible 
reprecussions in Bangladesh. Mr. Yahya Khan should know that the lives 
of forty lakhs of West Pakistan people who are living in Bangladesh and 
the 51/2 divisions of the Pakistan army will be endangered, if he dare 
touch Banga Bandhu Sheikh Mujibur Rahman. If Banga Bandhu Sheikh 
Mujibur Rahman is executed not a single soldier of the Pakistan Army 
nor any other elements of West Pakistan will have the chance of crossing 
the shores of the Bay of Bengal. So, ever for the security and safety of 
the life of his own people, who are more or less potential hostages in the 
hands of the people of Bangladesh, Yahya Khan should not do this. That 
spirit should not be there but I am telling the terrible truth. If they touch 
Sheikh Mujibur Rahman an unprecedented thing will happen. Terrible 
reaction will sweep the whole of Bangladesh and those helpless and in 
some way innocent people of West Pakistan who are not in Bangladesh 
will have to suffer for it Yahya Khan should also have to bear that in 
mind. 

The Prime Minister is not here. I was have reminded her of the role 
played by the late Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru, his practic efforts to save the 
life of the Congo leader Lumumba. I appeal to the Prime Minister, the 
daughter of Pandit Nehru that he should not leave any unturned for 
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ensuring the personal safety and security of Sheikh Mujibur Rahman and 
to effect his early release. 

I want to know from the Government whether the Government of 
India is going to recognise Sheikh Mujibur Rahman as the President of 
the People's Republic of Bangladesh by giving immediate recognition to 
Bangladesh. In my opinion, I have already said that it is the best step, 
best measure for ensuring the security of the life of Rahman and also for 
effecting the release of Sheikh Mujibur Rahman. 

Secondly, I want to know whether this Parliament, the biggest 
bastion of democracy will pass a unanimous resolution demanding the 
safety and security of the life of Sheikh Mujibur Rahman and also his 
early release and making an appeal to the conscience of the world 
community to exercise all their influence and pressure on the 
Government of Pakistan so that they dare not touch Sheikh Mujibur 
Rahman. 

Thirdly, I would make an appeal to the Speaker who is the Chairman 
of the Indian Parliamentary Union, to send delegation of Members of 
Parliament—I do not want a delegation from the government- to the 
different countries to the—World so as to take up the cause of Mujibur 
Rahman and arouse world conscience. Fourthly the government is going 
to make an announcement in this House of having their defence alliance 
with Russia. I want to know from the government whether our friend, 
Mr. Gromyko...{Interruptions). Yes, I call him a friend, because a friend 
in need is friend indeed. I want to know from the government whether 
they have taken up the cause of the personal safety and security of 
Sheikh Mujibur Rahman and his early release with Mr. Gromyko. Lastly, 
I want to know from the Government whether they are going to take up 
the matter, if necessary, in the forum of the United Nations. 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH : Sir, I am in agreement when he pays high 
tribute to the outstanding democratic leader. Sheikh Mujibur Rahman 
who won not only such outstanding victory in the elections but who now 
commands total respect from the people of Bangladesh and, if I may 
add, of all freedom-loving people the world over. It is for this reason that 
we expressed our anguish at this report and we have condemned in no 
uncertain terms the attitude that President Yahya Khan is adopting in the 
matter of the farce of a trial which may lead to very disquieting results. 
But some of the remedies that the hon. Member has suggested are not 
related to this question. For example, he has referred to the question of 
recognition. 

SHRI SAMAR GUHA : Then we can establish diplomatic relations 
and he will be the President of a sovereign independent republic. That 
will give him the greatest legal security. 
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SHRI SWARAN SINGH : That it is a separate issue. Let us not, by 
this attitude, give the impression of softening of our attitude to this 
immediate question of the release of Sheikh Mujibur Rahman. Whatever 
may be the circumstances, the entire international community should 
concentrate on securing his release and saving him from the farcical 
trial, the intention of starting which has been indicated by President 
Yahya Khan. 

Then he referred to the question of a resolution by this august House. 
Well I would welcome it if there is any such resolution. I would be in 
favour of that In fact, I think the way this entire House in responding to 
this suggestion is the clearest form of our expression of sympathy for 
Sheikh Mujibur Rahman in this situation, and all of us are united in 
suggesting that the military rulers, in their own interest, will be doing a 
good turn if they were to release him and start talks with him for finding 
out whatever may be the solution to this problem. 

About the appeal to the Speaker, the hon. Speaker is the best person 
to decide it. 

MR. SPEAKER ; What do you advise me ? What should I do ? 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH ; About the other question, I would like to 
say that the Government of India has already taken it up with all friendly 
countries, including the USSR Government, that they should exercise 
their influence with the military rulers of Pakistan to bring about a 
situation where these military atrocities stop there and the military rulers 
start negotiation with the elected representative for finding a satisfactory 
solution. 

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE (Gwalior) : What is their 
reaction ? 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH : Most of the governments have promised 
that they will take this matter up with President Yahya Khan. 

Then, Sir, about the last question the hon. Member has already said 
that they have sent a memorandum to the Secretary General and I am 
sure that this will have effect not only in the United Nations circles but 
also in other countries of the world. As to whether it can be taken in any 
formal from at the UN is a matter which requires careful consideration. I 
agree with the hon. Member but as to whether if can be taken up as an 
item is a matter which requires careful consideration. 

MR. SPEAKER : This is first time that a Calling attention question is 
also addressed to the Speaker. I have taken a due note of it. If Dr. Karan 
Singh is prepared to lend me two Jumbo Jets, the whole Parliament will 
be sent abroad. 
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THE MINISTER OP TOURISM AND CIVIL AVIATION (DR. 
KARAN SINGH): I am entirely in your hands. 

MR. SPEAKER ; All right. He is entirely in my hands. So, I will try 
if you can have some excursions but also do something there and not 
confine youself to one thing. For your information our Parliamentary 
Group has already sent a very well drafted resolution agreed to by all the 
Groups in the Executive Committee to the next Conference of Inter¬ 
parliamentary Unit to be held at Paris. 

SHRIP. VENKATASUBBAIAH (Nandyal): Mr. Speaker, Sir, I want 
to make a submission in this regard. This was not an occasion when 
light-hearted remarks should have been made. 

MR. SPEAKER : We have sent a very well drafted resolution to the 
IPU. I think is future no Question should be addressed to the Speaker. 

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE (Kanpur): Sir, I am somewhat encourage to 
read the last sentence of the statement that the hon. Minister of External 
Affairs has said: 

"We express our condemnation of the proposed action and warn the 

Government of Pakistan of its serious consequences." 

This is the first time that we have not only expressed our surprise 
and regret or condemned this particular action of Yahya Khan but also 
warned them of the serious cosequences. We know the character of this 
military dictator and their master, the United States Imperialist and we 
know that Yahya Khan today is a great puppet in the hands of US 
Imperialist. So, the question is when we appealed to the conscience of 
other nations we should have the sad experience of the past. Some of the 
organisations of the entire world demanded execution of Rosenberg 
should be stopped. But what happened ? They were executed. I know 
what happened to Patrice Lumumba. How he was murdered. We are also 
aware as to what happened to Martin luther King when he was 
murdered. I am not surprised when the people fight against the military 
tyranny sometimes they are murdered, sometimes they are butchered and 
that is why we say paths of glory lead to the grave. But my only anxiety 
is that it is not only question of execution of Mujibur Rahman by the 
military court after the farcical trial but this will be the crucifixion of 
humanity, parliamentary democracy and, last but not the least, 
secularism in Bangladesh. 

I know, as long as even a child as alive in Bangladesh Mujibur 
Rahman cannot be executed by this military power. I still have faith in 
the people who have fought. Six lakhs of them became victims of 





military bullets. They are still fighting. The Mukti Fouj is gaining 
ground and they are growing stronger. 

What I expect from my own Government is that apart from 
condemning it and appealing to the conscience of the entire world, apart 
from warning the Pakistan Government of serious consequences, the 
question of recognition should also be settled. 

How are the people of India reacting to this ? Yesterday it was really 
a lesson to me when I was attending a particular function and the famous 
exponent of Tagore music, M. N. Kumar Mukherjee, was singing the 
national anthem of Bangladesh. 

Everyone knows, including the Cabinet Ministers: we know in our 
heart of hearts that Bangladesh is a settled fact. So, I would request the 
hon. Minister to consider today on this historic day of 9th August, when 
the people of this country fought against the British imperialists—that 
was the greatest battle of the national liberation movement—whether a 
time has come now when to save life of Mujibur Rahman, to save 
democracy and secularism in Bangladesh, that Government should be 
recognised. 

The hon. Minister will immediately say that this is not connected 
with this question. But how can you possibly save by merely appealing ? 
The American imperialists will never allow anything to be done. Yahya 
Khan, that mini-dictator of Pakistan is under their heel. I am sure, by any 
means they will try to liquidate Mujibur Rahman because that is what 
dictators always feel that by liquidating a particular person, they will be 
able to liquidate a particular principle or ideology I know that he will 
never succeed but still he will try to do it. 

So, my question to the hon. Minister is whether, in view of the 
present situation in Bangladesh, Government wold reconsider or make 
up its mind finally and firmly about the recognition of Bangladesh. 

1 am so happy, I am encouraged, to know—I am yet to know the full 
facts—about it—that there is an agreement reached yesterday and today 
between the Foreign Minister of USSR, Mr. Gromyko, and our 
Government on India's defencti against the grand alliance between the 
USA, Pakistan and China. I hail it and I want to give a standing ovation 
to this historic day. But I would like to know whether after this 
agreement, after these assurances India will get courage and conviction 
to recognise Bangladesh without fearing attacks either from Pakistan or 
from China. I am sure, no attack will come. Once it is recognised, we 
can save the life of Mujibur Rahman and save democracy and secularism 
in Bangladesh. 





With these words, I appeal to you, and through you, to the hon. 
Minister to throw some more light than he has done in the statement. I 
am happy that they have warned Pakistan of serious consequences. But 
what can be the consequences ? They have to be spelt out. It should not 
be left in the hands of Pakistan and world opinion. We have got friends. 
A socialist power, the USSR, is with us. It has been proved that our 
friends in the imperialist countries supply arms to Pakistan and wheat to 
us but our real friendship lies in USSR. And that has been strengthened. 
They should have courage and conviction to recognise Bangladesh. I 
appeal to the Government and the world at large to see Sheikh Mujibur 
Rahman is released soon. 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH : On the question of recognition, the 
Government's stand has been explained from time to time and this is not 
the occasion to reiterate that. So, I do not want to make any elaborate 
statement on the question of recognition. On the second question, that 
the consequences should be spelt out, I think, wisdom requres that we 
should not spelt out consequences. 

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE : My question has not been replied to fully. 
What about the agreement ? {Interruptions). They have come to an 
agreement (Interruptions). 

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE : We know nothing about the 
agreement. 

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE : I want to know whether there is an 
Agreement and if so, what is the Agreement. 

MR. SPE.4KER : The Minister is yet to make a statement on this 
Agreement. 

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE : We do not know anything about 
it. 

MR. SPEAKER : He will make a statement later on. (Interruptions) 

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE : There is so much demonstration outside 
about Bangladesh. He cannot answer about recognition of Bangladesh. 
This is something surprising. (Interruptions) 

MR. SPEAKER; Order, order Shri H. M. Patel. 

SHRI H. M. PATEL (Dhandhuka) : After the hon. Minister's 
statement and the subsequent clarification which he gave in reply to Mr. 
Samar Guha's speech, I do not see much need for further clarification. It 
is clear that the Government is not at this stage prepared to make any 
statement about recognition which many of us feel should be done. But I 
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would like to ask him whether he cannot move a formal Resolution 
expressing the unanimously view of this House that it is deeply 
concerned about it. It seems to me that if such a Resoulution is passed, it 
would have some weight. What worth it will have is doubtful because it 
is quite evident that Pakistan and President Yahya Khan are almost 
insulated against any reasonable suggestion. Nevertheless, perhaps a 
formal Resolution adopted in this House may have some effect. 

SHRISWARAN SINGH 1 1 presume from the way the various parties 
represented in this honourable House are reacting to the statement that I 
have made, that there is general support for the attitude we have adopted. 
There appears to be unanimous support for this. As I have already said, I 
would welcome it if the House edopted a Resolution supporting the 
stand. 

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE : Do it. You can move a Resolution ? 
{Interruptions) 

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE : We have already passed a 
unanimous Resolution. What has the Government done about it so far ? 
What is the idea is passing another Resolution ? (Interruptions) 

MR. SPEAKER: Mr. Banerjee, dont's get up every time. This is very 
bad. Shri P. R. Das Munsi. 

SHRI PRIYA RANJAN DAS MUNSI (Calcutta South) : So, far as the 
statement of the hon. Minister is concerned, I am really happy that the 
Government have at the right time conveyed their concern to foreign 
Governments. 

In this context, I remember the past glorious history of our country, 
when, in 1924, a great leader Nataji Subhash Chandra Bose who was in 
the Calcutta Corporation then, was arrested, at that time, Shri C. R. Das, 
another great leader, quoted very beautiful words that, if the law of 
freedom from the country was a crime, then he was a criminal. 

This is absolutely the right time for the people of India and also 
millions of people outside who believe in democracy and freedom to feel 
about it and, in the context of Shiekh Mujibur Rahman, utter the same 
tune and spirit like that of Shri C. R. Das. There is no doubt that we are 
acting according to facts and feelings. 

In veiw of the fact in the statement that we have conveyed our 
concern to foreign Governments and asked them to exercise their 
influence on the Government of Pakistan in this regard, I would like to 
ask one question from the hon. Minister. 

We have seen that two political conspiracies, the drama of Political 





conspiracy has been staged, one in Peking by Kissinger and Chou En Lai 
and another by Yahya Khan who is Kissinger in Islamabad. In that 
aspect after the drama was end. Is the Government aware of this fact that 
the conspiracy has the significance of Yahya Khan’s threat to execute 
Sheikh Mujibur Rahman immediately after Kissinger-Chou meeting and 
the ominous chance of the Nixon administration on this extremely grave 
issue. I do not underdstand. What Yahya Khan is speaking is absolutely 
on the strength of the people of West Pakistan but Yahya Khan 
absolutely has been the adopted son of Nixon. As Yahya advises, Nixon 
acts, I believe that. 

I would like to have an answer, not a circuitous answer, from the 
Minister in Charge of External Affairs as to what the reaction of the 
Government of India is in regard to the ominous silence of the Nixon 
administration. 

Next, I would like to submit my point which is very specific. We 
have already said and we place our condemnation and probably warned 
the Government of Pakistan of the serious consequences. I believe that 
the act, particularly, the statement of Yahya Khan to execute Mujibur 
Rahman is an of belligerency against Bangladesh and I believe it will be 
an act of belligerency not only against the people of Bangladesh but also 
it will be an act of belligerency against the people of India as we share 
our sentiments with the people of Bangladesh. Whether the Foreign 
Minister is aware that if Yahya Khan tries to hit Mujibur Rahman in any 
case, will the Government call the people of India, particularly, the 
young people to immediately join the Liberation movement and the 
Mukti Fauj to stand up to Yahya Khan's naked oppression against the 
people of Bangladesh. 

These two categorical answers I want to know from the Minister of 
External Affairs. 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH : About the attitude of the United States 
Government in the matter of continued supply of arms to Pakistan and 
their general support to the Pakistani posture in the context of the 
refugees and UN circles we have expressed our total opposition to the 
stand taken by the United States Government. This I have stated also on 
the floor of the House on earlier occasions. 

About the second question, that he had asked, that is a suggestion 
calling u£on the people of India to joint the Mukti Fauj, that is the 
operative part of his suggestion. This is more for a politick rather than 
governmental action. 
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SHRI P. VENKATASUBBAIAH : The memorandum submitted by 
the members of Parliament is the symbol of the nations aguish and 
concern at the manner in which Yahya Khan, the modern Nadir Shah, is 
behaving and his hand is dripped with the blood or innocent people of 
the Bangladesh. May I know from the hon. Foreign Minister that he has 
in his statement stated that he has sounded many foreign countries to 
help in bringing pressure on Yahya Khan not to resort to inhuman acts. 
Whether the hon. Foreign Minister is aware that the Prime Minister of 
UK has said that he will not interfere in the internal affairs in intervening 
with the regard to barbarity that is going to be perpetrated by Yahya 
Khan. Quite recently Tunku Abdur Rahman who was our guest made a 
statement in Kuala Lampur as if he was averse in bringing pressure on 
Yahya Khan and he is in a way conniving at the act of Yahya Khan in his 
genocide and carnage. Whether the Foreign Minister is aware that Yahya 
Khan at this juncture when he has acted as a broker between Peking and 
USA is demanding his first instalment of the brokerage and he bas been 
emboldened to come out with this statement of the brokerage and he has 
been emboldened to come out with this statement and a country like the 
USA which proclaims and boasts itself of equality and fraternity has 
been an active accomplice in this heinous crime by not stopping aid to 
Pakistan in spite of the resistance made in the House of Representatives 
by an eminent Senator like Edward Kennedy. In this regard I want to 
know whether the Forcing Minister is still sure that he will be able to 
bring round the super-powers that they will be able to bring pressure. 
The facts have amply proved that these super-powers are acting only in 
their own enlightened self-interest oblivious of the fact that there is 
human carnage going on in this part of the world. In that case, I want to 
know whether the Foreign Minister, having friendly countries like USSR 
who stood by us in all critical junctures of our relation with other 
countries, will be able to bring this matter before the United Nations and 
before the Human Rights Commission, to see that Yahya Khan is 
prevented from committing this barbarous act. 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH : The hon. Member has rightly mentioned 
the attitude that has been adopted by the Governmental representatives 
of several countries. I would be quite frank in saying that even those 
countries whose Governmental representatives say that they would try to 
use their good offices in persuading the military rulers not go to ahead 
with their atrocities, are reluctant to say so openly, except in the case of 
the USSR President Mr. Podgomey, and some others honTile exceptions. 

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE: What are th other exceptions ? 

SHRI PILOO MODY (Godhra): And how honourable are they ? 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH : There are other socialist countries also. 





But, we have to continue our efforts to presuade these countries to use 
jvhatever influence they may have with President Yahya Khan not to 
goahead with this mad policy upon which he has already embarked. 

In the operative part of the question the hon. Member asked as to 
whether the question will be raised in the Human Rights, Commission 
and the United Nations. Surely, it can be raised and it is our intension to 
raise it in some appropriate form in the UN or in the Human Rights 
Commission. 


19.13 hrs. 

STATEMENT RE: REPORTED TRIAL OF SHEIKH MUJIBUR 
RAHMAN BY THE MILITARY REGIME OF PAKISTAN 

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE (Kanpur) : Sir, in the morning, I requested, 
through you, the Prime Minister to say something about Shri Mujibur 
Rahman and his safety. I know that a resolution cannot be moved at the 
fag end of the day. But since the Prime Minister is here, and she has also 
issued a statement appealing to all the countries to come to the rescue 
and see that the execution of Shri Mujibur Rahman is halted, I would 
request her, through you, Sir, to say some good word so that the world 
may know that this Parliament is equally concerned with it and that the 
execution with the help of the American imperialists by Yahya regime is 
stopped. With the death of Shri Mujibur Rahman, it might be the death 
of the Parliamentary democracy and secularism in Bangladesh. I would 
request the Prime Minister to say something about that. 

THE PRIME MINISTER, MINISTER OF ATOMIC ENERGY, 
MINISTER OF HOME AFFAIRS AND MINISTER OF INFORMATION 
AND BROADCASTING (SHRIMATI INDIRA GANDHI) : Mr. Speaker, 
Sir, I can fully appreciate the deep concern, anxiety and, indeed, agony 
of the mind of the hon. Members with regard to the news which has been 
coming across from West Pakistan. 

I can only say that the Government shares this agony and anxiety. I 
do not agree with the last sentence of the hon. Member that the freedom 
Movement in Bangladesh will die. Because we all know that martyrdom 
gives immortality. We all know, that far from weakening a movement, it 
strengthens it. Everywhere in the world, freedom struggles have gone 
from strength to strength, the more the authority has tried to suppress 
them. 

Sir, we have tried to get some news. This is from the United Press 
International, —the hon. Members can take it or leave it. 

"But the Pakistani officials to-day refused to say whether the trial of 
the Awaml League leader Sheikh Mujibur Rahman started on schedule 
yesterday.” 





There has been no other news. No mention on any of the Pakistan 
Radio Broadcasts. 

Just now we have been discussing the natural calamities of drought 
and floods which cause hardship and suffering to our people year after 
year. But here there is a calamity of great magnitude, not caused by 
nature but by man and one which is quite unnecessary. As I have said an 
previous occasions, we are concerned not only because of the ideals of 
freedom and human dignity and human suffering but also because this 
tragedy has a direct effect and impact on our own country. 

I can understand the desire of the Members for greater effort on our 
part. Many Members have sent telegrams to various organizations and 
Parliaments abroad. The Government of India also has approached the 
Secretary-General of the U.N., U Thant. I myself have written on more 
than one occasion the Heads of States and Prime Ministers to try their 
best to save the life of Sheikh Mujibur Rahman. I know that there is a 
feeling in Parliament that Parliament itself should move a resolution. I 
have no objection to such a resolution, but 1 feel that it would not serve 
much purpose except to reiterate our own strong feelings. We know that 
the sort of military regime which exists in Pakistan is not going to pay 
any heed to our resolution or even top the opinion of other peoples of the 
world. Perhaps it could be pressurised by certain Governments and we 
are doing our best that such pressure should be exercised. 

We have also to take into account the fact that anything we do could 
harm the cause. We know that there is an effort on the part of the 
military regime to propagate the view that Sheikh Mujibur Rahman's 
actions are activated by India and that India is encouraging him. All 
kinds of other allegations which have no foundation whatsoever are 
being made. In fact... 

SHRIS. M. BANERJEE: It is all lies. 

SHRIMATI INDIRA GANDHI: They are lies, but we should not do 
anything which could encourage this propaganda and might to against 
him. 

One more point I should like to make to the hon. Members. 
Sometimes in our speeches, we tend to talk about West Pakistan. At all 
times we should make a distinction between the people of West Pakistan 
with whom we have no quarrel whatsoever...(/n^erruptiV?/!) and the 
military regime which is responsible for the atrocities in Bangladesh and 
which is suppressing the legitimate political rights of the people even in 
the different provinces of West Pakistan. Now we come to the end of the 
session. As we do so, we reiterate our strong feelings about Sheikh 





Mujibur Rahman and all that is happening to the long-suffering people 
of the Bangladesh. They are a gifted people who have perhaps given 
more revolutionaries in this sub-continent than any other part of the 
region. To-day they are undergoing great hardship. 

As I said earlier. Sheikh Mujib is not just on individual.. We should 
be concerned about the liberty and the rights even of an individual and a 
revolutionary. But, to-day, he has became the embodiment... 
(Interruptions) of the aspirations and urges of the people of Bangladesh 
and of Ae suffering and spirit of sacrifice which they are enduring with 
such courage and fortitude. 

This is a good note on which to end the session. It is a very sad note 
but such are the circumstances of the situation... 

SHRISHYAMNANDAN MISRA (Begusarai): What are the reactions 
of other countries to your approach to the trial of Sheikh Mujibur 
Rahman ? 

SHRIMATI INDIRA GANDHI: Several have written to us that they 
are taken up the matter or that they have taken up the matter. 

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA ; U Thant has no initiative in this 
matter so far ? 

SHRIMATI INDIRA GANDHI : The hon. Member must have seen 
the statement issued by U Thant. It appeared in the morning papers. I 
don't know whether it is the full statement or not. But, that it will give 
the Hon'ble Members some idea of the difficulties of the situation. We 
are aware of the weaknesses of the U. N. which have been obvious in 
other situation also. 

SHRI P. VENKATASUBBAIAH (Nandyal): In-built weaknesses. 

SHRIMATI INDIRA GANDHI : Another question is what will help 
Sheikh Mujibur Rahman at this Particular moment. I am glad that the 
House has shown such unity and solidarity in this matter, because, this is 
a source of strength to us in this situation. We are interested not merely 
because of our opinion about Sheikh Mujibur Rahman, but because we 
think that the action proposed by the military regime of West Pakistan 
will have an impact, not only on Bangladesh and on our country, but we 
feel, that will have a much wider impact all over the world. Nor will it 
help even those countries who think they are helping the military 
Government of West Pakistan. Even that end will not be served. 

MR. SPEAKER : Now, the House stands adjourned sine die. Wish 
we you very comfortable and happy vacation; we will meet again 
sometime in November. 

19.21 hrs. 

The Lok Sabha then adjourned sine die. 
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[ Mr. Deputy-Speaker in the Chair ] 

CALLING ATTENTION TO MATTER OF URGENT PUBLIC 

IMPORTANCE 

Reported Concentration of Pakistani forces on Indian borders. 

SHRIS. M. BANERJEE (Kanpur): I call the attention of the Minister 
of Defence to the following matter of urgent public importance and 
request that he may make a statement thereon : 

"Reported concentration of Pakistani forces on Indian borders, loss 

of Indian life and property owing to Pakistani shelling and repeated 

violations of Indian air space by Pakistani aircraft." 

THE MINISTER OF DEFENCE (SHRI JAGJIVAN RAM) : Mr. 
Speaker, Sir, the genesis of the tense situation on our borders we with 
Pakistan lies in the confrontation between the military rulers and the 
people of Bangladesh. 

The House is aware of the terrible crack down by the Pak Army on 
Bangladesh on the fateful night of 25th/ 26th March, 1971. In an election 
held earlier for the first time after a decade, the people of Bangladesh, 
gave their confidence to the Awami League and voted for its six point 
programme of autonomy. The military rulers of Pakistan instead of 
honouring the result of the election hurled defiance at the people of 
Bangladesh and unleashed a terror, like of which has not been seen or 
heard before, on the fateful night of March 25th/26th. 

In the process, unprecedented atrocities have been perpetrated; 
hundreds of thousands of people have been done to death in cold blood; 
villages have been burnt; women have been dishonoured, and children 
maimed. The University of Dacca was a particular target for attack; the 
armed forces concerntrated on the intelligentia, the youth and the 
minorities. Modern weapons of warfare, including tanks, armoured cars, 
even artillery and aircrafts have been used. This House has already 
extended its sympathies to the victims of this terror. 

The people of Bangladesh rose to a man in revolt. The East Bengal 
Regiments and the East Pakistan Rifles offered resistance, with many 
members of the armed police joining them Whilst seemingly engaged in 
negotiations with the Awami League, the military rulers had already 
brought nearly two Divisions of Pakistani troops into East Bengal. When 






they met with determined resistance large scale reinforcements were 
quickly brought in by air and sea. Later, large para-military forces, called 
the East Pakistan Civil Armed Force and Razakars have also been 
organised and are wreaking havoc in the country-side. 

Men, women and children, Muslims, Hindus, Christians and 
Budhists, fled from this unparallelled terror in an unending stream to 
seek shelter in India. The terror continues unabated; so does the stream 
of refugees. It has reached the staggering figure of nearly 10 million 
people. 

The genocide practised by Pakistan, the cruel attempt to destroy the 
culture and identity of the People of Bangladesh, has evoked the 
sympathy of the entire world. The forcible expulsion of millions of men 
and women, of all creeds and ages, in a state of utter helplessness and 
exhausion, constitutes, so far as we are concerned, a new kind of 
aggression. We could not but give them shelter and succour. Their 
continued stay in our country imposes intolerable strains on us; threatens 
the stability of our economy, jeopardizes many of the fundamental 
values enshrined in our Constitution and has engendered social, 
economic, and political tensions. It is our wish that these refugees from 
terror return to their homes in honour, in dignity and in full safety. 

The military rulers have so far done nothing to put an end to the 
terror or to create conditions in which the refugees could return to their 
homes. The efforts made by the people, the press, the governments of 
many nations have so far proved unavailing. 

The people of Bangladesh have been making their own efforts to 
make it impossible for the Pak Army to continue its reign of terror. A 
powerful resistance movement has grown around the East Bengal 
Regiment and the East Pakistan Rifles. Angry young men have joined in 
large numbers. The resistance offered by them has unnerved the Pak 
Army. Their successes have made them hopeful of early deliverance. 

The military rulers have for the past many months been trying to 
divert the attention of the world from their misdemeanours and mistakes 
by fastening and foisting the blame on India. We are guilty only of 
sympathising and supporting people in dire distress. The President of 
Pakistan, however, threatens to wreak vengeance upon us, if the Mukti 
Bahini succeeds in liberating their land from the clutches of Pakistani 
hords who are perpetrating rape and rapine in Bangladesh on a scale 
unprecedented in the recorded annals of history. On 30th July, 1971, 
President Yahya Khan threatened us with total war. On October 12th, in 
his address to the nation, the threat was renewed. In between, the armed 
might to Pakistan has been significantly reinforced and strengthened. 



io<Nj 


War hysteria has been whipped up. A poster campaign to "Crush India" 
and "Conquer India" has been launched. The cry of Jehad has been 
raised. 

To back up his threat of total war agaisnt India President Yahya 
Khan ordered large-scale movement of troops all along the Western 
Indo-Pak border. Opposite Rajasthan, Gujarat and East Punjab, Pakistan 
has moved its troops cloose to our border. Special attention has been 
paid to the Cease Fire Line in violation of the terms of the Karachi 
Agreement. Additional POK battalions have been raised. Frontier Corps 
troops have been brought in; a large number of Mujahids has been 
activated, and an additional wing of Karakoram Scouts has been 
organised. All along the western border and the Cease Fire Line, 
enormous quantities of defence stores and ammunition have been piled 
up, close to the troops locations. By the middle of October, almost the 
entire military might of Pakistan had been deployed, away from their 
cantonments, along our frontiers, in operational readiness. Since then the 
Pakistani forces have indulged in a series of provocative acts. There has 
been a large number of border violations, on land and also in the air. 
There has been extensive shelling of Indian territory by Pakistanis on 
our eastern borders resulting in considerable damage to property and 
also in loss of life and injury to a number of our own citizens and also to 
many refugees seeking shelter on our soil. Fire has been exchanged 
along the Cease Fire Line. Many acts of sabotage have been committed 
along our eastern frontiers in an attempt to disrupt our lines of 
communication. 

I do not, Sir, wish to exaggerate but the situation on our borders is 
very serious indeed. The Pak forces have the advantage of nearer interior 
lines. Their Armoured Divisions which have been put into a full state or 
readiness, are posed to act in full concert. The reports received by us 
indicate preemptive strikes on our airhels as part of their plans. 

In such a situation, we have no alternative but to move our forces to 
our Western border. Today our Defence Forces are deployed along the 
eastern and western borders in a full state of readiness to meet all 
eventualities. The morale of our Jawan is very high. The morale of the 
people in the border districts is high: they have lent their whole-hearted 
support to the Defence Forces in organising our defence all along the 
border. Steps have also been taken to guard vital points and installations 
against sabotage and against air attacks. We are determined to defeat any 
attack on our territory and to carry the war, if need be, to the soil of the 
aggressor. 

I trust our vigilance and preparedness will deter the military rulers of 
Pakistan from carrying out their threats to make war upon us for a third 



^o<t^ 


time. We do not propose to relax our vigilance or withdraw our troops 
from the borders, until a satisfactory solution is found to the situation in 
Bangladesh which shall induce and enable the Refugees to return to their 
homeland. I wish the futility of military suppressing the people of 
Bangladesh dawns on Islamabad and men in position of authority and 
influence heed the lessons of history and listen attentively to saner 
counsels. I fervently hope that Pakistani rulers persuade themselves to 
abandon the course on which they have embarked, to retract their threats 
to us and to find a political solution to Bangladesh which will be 
acceptable to the already elected representatives of the people under the 
leadership of Sheikh Mujibur Rahman. This is the only course which 
will ensure democratic freedoms to all people on this sub-continent 
providing them an opportunity to devote themselves to the peaceful tasks 
of economic and soci^ progress. 

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE : I fully agree with the Minister when he 
says that the genesis of the tense situation on our borders with Pakistan 
is the confrontation between the military rulers and the people of 
Bangladesh. I am aware that with the intensiflcation of the liberation 
movement in Bangladesh by the brave and undaunted Mukti Bahini, the 
dictator of the military regime in Pakistan has completely lost his mental 
balance. Now they want to provoke our country for a war because they 
know that a solution lies only in internationalising the situation and 
taking it into the doors or lap of the UNO and having observers sent here 
so that the liberation movement in Bangladesh is stopped. Here I must 
take the opportunity to congratulate our brothers and sisters of the Mukti 
Bahini who are fighting relentlessly, and I am so happy to know that 
certain areas have been out of the hands of Yahya Khan's regime and are 
controlled by the Mukti Bahini. I expected that during the begining of 
the session we will definitely here from the Prime Minister about the 
recognition of Bangladesh especially after her visit aborad. I am sorry 
that even today the Hon. Prime Minister has not made any such 
statement. 

To refresh our memory, may I say there that even today Pakistan 
violates our air space. I read in the newspaper Patriot that Pakistan Air 
Force Planes committed three violations of Indian space in Chamb 
within 15 minutes of November 14th, and a Mirage intruded into Indian 
space at 1.25 p.m.' 

I vividly remember the valiant role played by our jawans and officers 
during the 1962 and 1965 conflict and I am sure they will reply any 
aggressions in the future also. But the fact remains that we did not shoot 
down their aeroplanes when they intruded into our territory. Their planes 
came to Punjab, to Chamb and certain other places. Even Dum Dum can 
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be bombarded from Jessore within three minutes by a jet. So, we want to 
know whether instructions have been issued to our jawans to shoot down 
their planes and, if so, how they have missed the mark. Why did we 
allow those planes, which came for a purpose which is known to the 
Defence Minister and to the entire country, to go back so merrily. I 
would like to have an answer to this question. Here I should like to make 
it very clear that I and my party are not advocating a war. We are not war 
mongers and we do not want to create a war psychosis. It is good that we 
have issued intructions for our jawans not to cross the border. But at the 
same time, what steps have been taken to protect our border and creat 
conditions in which their jawans are not able to cross our border and, 
incase they cross, they are shoot down. I do not want the Minister to 
divulge any secrets and I am sure our jawans must be doing their duty. 
But the fact remains that on our borders in Tripura, in West Bengal, in 
Assam, in Kashmir and other places there is constant shelling by 
Pakistani troops with the result that the people living on our borders are 
in constant fear of death. People who have migrated from Comilla and 
have settled down in Agartala want the victory of the Mukti Bahini and 
they are prepared to make any sacrifices for that. The hon. Minister says 
that we are fully prepared to meet any exentuality which may develop 
from this explosive situation, and the situation according to him is quite 
serious. What steps have been taken to meet this challenge ? On this 
particular issue the entire House would support this government. We 
want to know whether the life and property of those who are living in the 
border areas will be made safe by creating conditions in which the 
Pakistani forces are not able to cross the border and shoot down the 
innocent people of our country. I wnat the Defence Minister to answer 
these two pertinent questions. 

I have read the entire statement of the Defence Minister and I must 
thank him for that. While die Mukti Bahini is fighting there, we on our 
part should set that our borders are properly protected. Last but not the 
least I would like to know one thing from the Defence Minister. If he is 
unable to answer that question, let the Prime Minister answer it. When 
we wish the success of the Mukti Bahini, when we wish the success of 
the Bangladesh against Yahya regime, when we are trying to mobilise 
world public opinion in favour of Bangladesh and the people who are 
dying and prepared to die for a sovereign Bangladesh, what are we going 
to do towards this end ? Are we still silent spectators of their sorrow or 
are we going to recognise Bangladesh ? 

SHRIJAGJIBAN RAM: The two previous supplementary questions 
are already covered by the reply that I have given. There is no doubt that 
there had been air violations, as 1 have stated in the statement, and hon. 
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friends might have read in the newspapers that our aircraft had chased 
the Pakistani aircraft. 

SHRIS. M BANERJEE : Buf they missed their mark. That was also 
there. 

SHRI JAGJIBAN RAM : You can draw your inference. But he 
wanted to know the instructions. It is obvious that the instruction is that 
if there is any intrusion, they should be chased away... (Interruption). 

SHRI ATAL BIHARIBAJPAYEE (Gwalior): Or shot down ? 

SHRI JAGJIBAN RAM : So far as shelling on the eastern border in 
Tripura, Assam, Meghalaya and West Bengal is concerned, I have stated 
that there bad been shelling. But I may assure the House that on Pakistan 
armed forces personnel has had the courage to come to or to qross the 
border. If they cross the border, they will be thrown out into Pakistan 
...(Interruption). That is what the instruction is. The instruction is to 
silence the guns, I am sure, our jawans will do that. They have done that. 
But there is still, I repeat, instruction not to cross the border. As I have 
stated in the statement just now, if hostility breaks out and if aggression 
is committed, the instruction is to carry the war into Pakistan's soil. 

So far as the question of recognition is concerned, it will be done at 
the appropriate time. 

SHRI DASARATHA DEB (Tripura East) : It has been stated by the 
Defence Minister that if they enter our territory, our army will cross the 
border to push them out. But 1 want to state certain facts and also seek 
clarification from the Defence Minister. 

The shelling of mortars and other fire has become a constant feature 
in the entire Tripura border. Practically not a single night passed without 
any shelling. Particularly in Belonia, Sonamura, Agartala and Kamalpur 
towns. Three of these towns have been completely deserted by our 
people. Only the officials, who have been instructed not to leave the 
station, are staving there. Others are bound to shift because every day 
there is shelling. Very recently one very powerful morter was fired at 
Agartala town itself where we lost six lives and 20 people were seriously 
wounded. They are stying in the hospital even now. 

Not only in these four headquarter towns but in the entire border area 
every day we are receiving these bullets and people are inqured and 
killed. At Kamalpur town itself more than 50 people have already been 
killed during this month. At Kamalsagv, which is not a aown but a 
border area, in Simna-Sidhai area, we lost 50 lives and many were 
injured. Due to the Pakistani shelling in the border area, huge damage 
has been done to crops, houses, cattle, etc., and'^the people have to shift 
from there. 
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So, when the Defence Minister says that our Jawans are ready to 
keep the border secure, I want to know from him what steps the 
Government is taking to provide relief to Indian nationals on the border 
area who have become almost refugees and have to shift to other places. 
What is the Government doing to provide relief to all these people who 
have been uprooted from there ? If the matter is not settled, it is not 
possible for ^em to go back to their own places. 

Secondly, the Defence Minister says that recognition of Bangladesh 
will be done at an appropriate time. I do not know when this appropriate 
time will come. The Pakistani army who art concentrated on the border 
area are constantly shelling and causing casualties of Indian nationals. If 
you recognise Bangladesh Government and if you help them materially, 
them the fighting potentiality of the Mukti Bahini will be strengthened 
and they will be able to push them out not only from the Indian border 
but also crush them within Bangladesh itself. 

I want to know from the Defence Minister hos long this Government 
will be a prisoner of indecision regarding the Bangladesh issue. When 
will be Government recognise the Bangladesh Government ? 

SHRl JAGjrVAN RAM : About the question of shelling on Tripura 
border, and the Hon'ble Member has specially mentioned Kamalpur and 
Belonia, I would draw his attention, because he comes from that area, to 
what the brave fighters of Mukti Bahini have done across Kamalpur and 
Belonia. He should not forget that. In that area, the Mukti Bahini has 
done wonderfully well and has pushed aside Pakistani forces and 
occupied the area. I know in the border towns and border villages, a risk 
is involved. The local administration concerned will take all the requisite 
steps to relieve the hardships of the people in the border towns and 
villages. 

So far as recognition is concerned, it is not on account of any 
indecision but it is a decision and the decision is that recognition will be 
given at the appropriate time. What will be the appropriate time will 
have to be judged in the context of many things. 

As far as the Mukti Bahini's functioning is concerned, the House is 
aware of the activities of the Mukti Bahini in the land of Bangladesh, in 
the sea and to some extent in the air, and the Mukti Bahini is getting all 
their requirements from a large number of citizens of Bangladesh who 
are abroad, in Europe and in America, who have raised large funds and 
are helping the Mukti Bahini and the Bangladesh Government with 
military hardware. 

SHRIMATIMUKUL BANERJI (New Delhi): First of all, I would to 
take this opportunity to congratulate our Defence Minister for making 



such a good defence preparedness and making all necessary 
arrangements in the border areas. 1 would also like to congratulate the 
Prime Minister for explaining to the other countries of the world about 
the real conditions of Bangladesh. But, as we have seen in many cases 
some countries which have never sided with us whenever in the past we 
had differences or bad relations with our neighbour, Pakistan even those 
countries are siding with us because of the good diplomacy and the 
ableness of our leaders and also for the first time, our foreign policy has 
proved so successful throughout the world. But, in spite of that, if this 
continuous shelling and continuous intrusion goes on our borders, 1 
would like to know—though we are exercising restraint and in spite of 
so many provocations, the people are also maintaining great restraint— 
how long will the people be able to tolerate this ? 

I would also like to know from the Hon'ble Defence Minister 
whether the Hon'ble Minister is aware that there is a small station, 
Radhikapur, which is the last station in West Dinajpur, which is being 
continuously shelled and the people are a little but disturbed and many 
innocent civilians have been killed. What action is being taken in that 
place. I would also like to know this from the Hon'ble Minister in Cachar 
and other districts of Assam a lot of sabotage is going on and in some 
places some political leaders are also giving protection to the saboteurs. 
So, what action is being taken to stop this sort of sabotage in the border 
areas ? 


SHRIJAGJIBAN RAM: I have said that on the villages and areas on 
the borders this shelling is occasionally going on and our forces are 
behaving with the utmost restraint in the face of these uncalled for 
provocations and we will continue to be so. We will behave with 
restraint. We do not want to be provoked into a war. If war comes; no 
doubt our jawans will face it and will face it manfully. 

We have also taken steps as far as spies and saboteurs are concerned. 
In a situation like this, it usually happens that the hostile country sends a 
large number of spies and saboteurs. It is for our intelligence agencies to 
be wide awake and see that such nefarious elements are not in a position 
to commit undesirable activities. Our intelligence agencies are quite 
aware of this situation and they are active and a large number of spies 


and saboteurs have been detected and arrested. 
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STATEMENT RE . PRIME MINISTER’S VISIT 

ABROAD 

THE PRIME MINISTER, MINISTER OF ATOMIC ENERGY, 
MINISTER OF ELECTRONICS, MINISTER OF HOME AFFAIRS AND 
MINISTER OF INFORMATION AND BROADCASTING (SHRIMATI 
INDIRA GANDHI) : I have just returned from a tour of Balgium, 
Austria, the United Kingdom, the United States of America, France and 
the Federal Republic of Germany. 

The decision to pay official visits to these countries was taken much 
earlier in response to repeated invitations and in consonance with the 
practice of reciprocity. The House will remember that President Nixon 
and Prime Minister, Health had visited our country in 1970, Chancellor 
Kissinger in 1969 and President Pompido when he was Prime Minister. 
But owing to our general elections, my visit had to b postponed. 

In spite of the grave situation in Bangladesh and along our borders in 
the West Pakistan, I undertook this visit as an earnest of our desire to 
leave nothing unexplored which might lead to an easing of the burdens 
imposed upon us and to discourage those who are bent upon finding 
excuses to threaten our security. It is the complete self-assurance of our 
people and the unity of all our parties which gave me the confidence to 
undertake the visit at a time of national danger. 

My visit enabled me to exchange ideas with the Heads of 
governments and leaders of public opinion at a point of time when 
important changes were taking place in the world and to put across to 
them our point of view on matters of world interest, bilateral relations, 
and more especially on the situation in Bangladesh and the threat it is 
posing to our social, political and economic structure and to peace in this 
region. 

Our discussions help to remove certain misgivings and to focus 
attention on the root cause of the problem, that is the refusal of the 
Pakistan military regime to respect the verdict of their own people, the 
reign of terror let loose by them in Bangladesh and the consequent influx 







of refugees into India. I think that these countries as well as others 
realise that it will not help to deal with peripheral problems without 
finding a political solution in Bangladesh through negotiations with the 
already elected leaders of the people of East Bengal and in accordance 
with their legitimate wishes. Most countries also realise that the release 
of Sheikh Mujibur Rahman is essential and intend to impress this upon 
the military regime of Pakistan. 

After a long period of tragic indifference and sheltering behind the 
thinly disguised legalistic formulation that it was merely an internal 
affair of Pakistan, there is now a growing sense of urgency seeking a 
solution. 

Pakistan's efforts to side-track and cloud the basic issue by seeking 
to involve the United Nations and to transform the struggle of the people 
of Bangladesh into Pakistan confrontation and conflict have been 
exposed. It is now well understood that India will not be misled by 
Pakistan's moves and that the military junta in Pakistan must come to 
terms with the people whom they have treated widi such injustice and 
cruelty. It i§ also widely appreciated that no country has any right to 
impose a solution on the people of East Bengal and that force could not 
suppress the spirit of freedom and nationlism with which they are 
inspired. 

During my visit to the United States I was informed that a decision 
had been taken to stop further shipments of arms to Pakistan. A formal 
announcement has since been made. I was given to understmd that no 
arms are being supplied from the UK, France and the FRG. 

It is my earnest hope that joint or several efforts of the statesmen 
whom I met will make the military regime in Pakistan realise that no 
good can come of sabre-rattling or by forcing a military conflict on 
India. I hope it is not too late for sane counsel to prevail for one cannot 
go on ignoring hard facts. The just and legitimate aspirations of the 
people of Bangladesh, indeed of West Pakistan also cannot be ignored 
and trampled upon 

There was general sympathy for the manner in which we are bearing 
the heavy burden of looking after over nine million refugees. There have 
been indications of additions to the funds for giving relief to the 
refugees. All these countries agree that conditions must be created Inside 
East Bengal to stop the further influx of refugees and to facilitate the 
return to their homeland in safety and human dignity of those in India. 





Having said this 1 must make it clear that we cannot depend on the 
international community, or even the countries which I visited, to solve 
our problems for us. We appreciate their sympathy and moral and 
political support, but the brunt of the burden has to be borne by us and 
by the people of Bangladesh who have our fullest sympathy and support. 

So far as the threat to our security is concerned, we must be 
prepared—and we are prepared—to the last man and women, to 
safeguard our freedom and toritorial integrity. Obviously we cannot take 
risks such as the withdrawal of our forces from the border unless the 
situation in Bangladesh is resoved satisfactorily as it poses a serious 
threat to our security. 

Solutions have been found or initiated even to seemingly insoluble 
problems—as for instance in Europe and between the United States and 
China—by a wise impulse in men of wisdom and vision. But these 
developments should not lull us into complacency or wishful thinking. 

In Europe there is a welcome spirit of detente, which we hope will 
soon lead to stable security in that continent. This should have a 
stabilising influence in Asia and other parts of the world. There was a 
realisation that political detente should be combined with outward¬ 
looking economic policies, especially in regard to the needs of the 
developing world. 

Bilateral economic relations were also discussed with these 
countries. There was a sympathetic response. Belgium, France and the 
FRG have shown understaning that there should be a broad outlook in 
approaching the relations between India and European Economic 
Community. There are new possibilities of our collaboration in the 
industrial, technological and scientific fields. 

In brief, these are the impressions which I should like to share with 
honourable Members. I am deliberately not mentioning the leaders of 
individual countries by name because they were all full of sympathy and 
friendship for India. 

I think my viist also helped to restore our relations with Britain 
which had suffered a serious setback in 1965. 

I should also like to express, on behalf of the Governments and the 
people of India, my sincere thanks to the Governments and peoples of 
the countries I visited for the warm and friendly reception I received 
everywhere I should further record my appreciation of the world Press 
which, by and large, has given a fair and objective account of the events 
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in Bangladesh, of the inexpressible horror let loose upon the people, of 
the herolestruggles which they are waging in defence of the most 
elementary right and liberties. 

May I take this opportunity of thanking my people and all the 
political parties who have shown wisdom and restraint and kept the 
nation united against any external threat ? 

Mr. Deputy Speaker, I conclude this statement with a reminder that 
in the community of nations our country symbolises the urge for peace, 
freedom and justice. There was a time when ours was a lone voice in a 
world which was in the grip of the cold war. Even in the midst of the 
grave crisis which the military rulers of Pakistan have created for us, our 
people, our country, and this great Parliament of the largest democracy 
in the world have maintained the spirit of peace and of self-restraint. We 
have refused to be excited by threat or provocation from across our 
borders. Let us then contine to conduct ourselves with quiet confidence 
in ourselves so that the world should see and know that India cannot be 
browbeaten or lulled into a false sense of security. Calnmess of spirit and 
strength go together. India is calm and we are capable of taking 
decisions in defence of our security and stability. 

SHRI SAMAR MUKHERJEE (Howrah) : Sir, we want a discussion 
on this. 

MR. DEPURTY SPEAKER: He can give notice of a motion for that. 

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE: It should also be circulated. 

SHRIMATI INDIRA GANDHI: I had a meeting with the leaders of 
groups this morning. It has been agreed that we will have a discussion. It 
is for you and the Business Advisory Committee to fix the date. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Then it is only a question of time. 
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RE. DEVELOPMENT ON INDO-PAK BORDER AND 
STATEMENT RE. SHOOTING DOWN OF THREE INTRUDING 
PAKISTANI SABRES NEAR BOYRA, NORTH-EAST OF 
CALCUTTA 
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SHRI S. M. BANERJEE (Kanpur) : We tabled a calling-attention 
motion on this. 

SHRI SAMAR GUHA (Contai) : Sir, I have written to you on the 
same subject and I think, you will permit me also to say something about 
it. I want to add only one point. 

It has been admitted by All India Radio that yesterday there was a 
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tank battle somewhere in Nadia and five medium-sized Pakistani tanks 
were knocked down. Almost every day we are getting from Radio 
Pakistan that there was a tank battle in Jessore sector and a number of 
Indians wer captured. The Pakistan Radio is broadcasting not only the 
names of the officer-arrested but the live voice of some of the officers 
arrested has also been recorded. I have also given several calling- 
attention motions. Over a hundred refiigess have been killed. 

MR. SPEAKER : Not each and everything: only one thing you 
mention. I am allowing only that and not all the subjects that you want to 
bring in. 

SHRI SAMAR GUHA : Shelling is going on daily as a result of 
which 100 refugees just near the border area have been killed and a few 
of thousand wound^. Within the range of five miles of Bangladesh 90 
lakhs refugees are there. I request that this House should be taken into 
confidence as to what is happening and what is our position. Either the 
Government should make a statement or you should permit us to raise 
some sort of a discussion in this House. 

THE MINISTER OF STATE (DEFENCE PRODUCTION) IN THE 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE (SHRI VIDYA CHARAN SHUKLA): It is not 
correct to say that we are in a state of undeclared war with Pakistan or 
that there is a state of hostilities between India and Pakistan... 
{Interruptions). This is exactly what Pakistan is trying to say in various 
world capitals and in the UN that there is some kind of a war between 
India and Pakistan, some kind of hostilities between India and Pakistan, 
which is absolutely incorrect. There is no state of undeclared was or 
anything like that. Whatever was is going on is between the rulers of 
West Pakistan and the people of Bangladesh. 

That is the only thing. Pakistan is trying to internationalise the 
conflict in impressing upon the world capitds and others that there is an 
undeclared war between India and Pakistan and, therefore, UN and other 
bodies should come and intervene in this matter. I would on request the 
hon. Members not to fall prey to such kind of Pakistani propaganda. 
There is a propaganda and canard which is being carried on the 
Pakistan... {Interruption). 

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE : I take objection to this. We are 
not fall prey to any Pakistani propaganda. He has no business to impute 
motives. 

SHRI VIDYA CHARAN SHUKLA: I am not imputing any motive. I 
am on warning that nobody should be taken in prey of such propaganda. 
I emphatically deny that there is any undeclared war between India and 
Pakistan. This is absolutely incorrected today. Nobody should ever say 



such things because it is Pakistan's attempt to internationalise the whole 
situation. 

As regards giving information, we do brief the press from time to 
time about whatever happens on the borders. Our forces are there. 
Whenever incursions are made by Pakistani armed forces, we throw 
them back. If they fire artillery, we reply and silence their guns. These 
kind of things are happening. From time to time we brief the press so 
that the people and the nation get informed about these matters. 

SHRI INDRAJIT GUATA (Alipur) : Why don’t you brief the 
Parliament ? 

SHRI VIDYA CHARAN SHUKLA : I am coming to that. There are 
thing happenings inside Bangladesh. We get information from 
communiques issued from time to time in Bangladesh about such things. 
We have also own sources of information. We will not hesitate for a 
moment to come before Parliament and give information whenever 
anything of importance or anything which deserves the attention of 
Parliament happens on our borders. There is an official brief about these 
things which ait happening, shelling here or an incursion there which is 
effectively replied to. If we come daily and give statements about these 
things, 1 do not think we shall be setting up a good precedent. If there is 
anything of importance or anything which is really worth the attention of 
Parliament, as soon as it comes to our notice, we shall surely inform the 
House about it. Now, with your permission, Sir, I would like to make a 
statement. 

The hon. Members are aware of the air intrusions that took place 
yesterday in the afternoon near Boyra about 30 miles North-East of 
Calcutta. 

Here, the hon. Member mentioned that the planes intruded 30 miles 
inside. It is not 30 miles. They did not intrude 30 miles inside our 
territory. They came about a few kilometres. This incident took place 30 
miles away from Calcutta. 

The details of the interception action taken by our Air Force are now 
available. Four Pakistani Sabres were seen approaching our border at 
about 14.49 hours. A mission of four Gnats was ordered to intercept 
them. The Pakistani aircraft intruded about 5 kilometres into Indian air 
space. They were successful! intercepted at 14.59 hour and chased away. 
In the engagement that took place, three of the four Sabres have been 
shot down. The Pakistani pilots baled out. Two of them, Flight-Lieut. 
Parvez Mehdi and Fig. Officer Khalil Ahmed are in our custody. Our 





Gnats sustained no damage and returned safely to their bases. 

The I.A.F. pilots who shot down these Sabres Fl.-Lt. Messey, Fl-Lt. 
M A Ganapathi and Flying Officer Lazarus. 

31 ^ ^ hostilities 0^ 
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I {Interruption) 

MR. SPEAKER: 1 want to make a remark off the record....* 

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE ; We are not after war» Sir. That was made 
very clear. 

SHRI VIDYA CHARAN SHUKLA : Sir, I want to appeal to the 
House that we should not say anything here which, even by implication, 
would support Pakistan's propaganda. We should be very careful about 
it. This is an appeal I want to make to the Hosue. 

MR. SPEAKER : Now, after lunch we will take up the discussion on 
cyclone havoc in Orissa. I have received a number of names and I assure 
them that the will all get their chance to speak for a few minutes and we 
should not finish the debate until the list is exhausted. I hope all of you 
will co-operate in giving them enough time. 

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE: Supposing in any Party there is no Member 
from Orissa, others should be given time. 

MR. SPEAKER: We adjourn now .and re-assemble at 2-30. 

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE : Sir, today the hon. Minister has really 
made a statement which we all applaued. But he should have made it 
suo motiL 
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STATEMENT RE. DECLARATION OF EMER-GENCY IN 
PAKISTAN AND SITUATION ON INDIA-PAKISTAN BORDER 

THE PRIME MINISTER, MINISTER OF ATOMIC ENERGY, 
MINISTER OF ELECTRONICS, MINISTER OF HOME AFFAIRS AND 
MINISTER OF INFORMATION AND BROADCASTING (SHRIMATI 
INDIRA GANDHI): The House is aware of the announcement made by 
president Yahya Khan yesterday declaring a State of Emergency 
throughout Pa^stan. This declaration is the climax of his efforts to 
divert the attention of the world from Bangladesh and to put the blame 
on us for a situation which he himself has created. Such a declaration by 
a military regime, which has been waging war on the people of 
Bangladesh for the last 8 months and has been threatening us with total 
war for the last 3 to 4 months, has no meaning except to deceive his own 
people and the world at large. 

President Yahya Khan's Id message had created the impression that 
he was at least heeding the advice of a number of world leaders to 
abandon the military approach and to seek a political solution. We hope 
that the declaration of Emergency is not a device to get out of the 
compulsions of seeking a political solution. 

Since the recession of the monsoon, the successes of the Mukti 
Bahini have apparently upset the plan of the military regime. The 
Liberation forces of Bangladesh, with the full support of their entire 
people, have taken a heavy toll of Pakistan's armed forces and have freed 
large parts of their home-land. 

At great cost to ourselves, we have been shouldering an intolerable 
burden of looking after nearly 10 million terror-stricken men, women 
and children, who have fled from Pakistani oppression. The refugees 
want to return to their homes under credible guarantees of safety and 
human dignity. We are determined to ensure that they are enabled to do 
so as soon as possible. 

Pakistan's armed forces have been shelling our border areas inflicting 
damage on life and property. Their air force has want only violated our 
air space several times and once came right up to Srinagar. Spies and 
saboteurs have been blowing up trains and bridges. Since March 1971, 
we have lodged 66 protests for border violations covering 890 incidents. 
For air violations we have lodged 17 protests covering 50 incidents. 






However, these protests have had no effect and to cover up their 
incessant violations, Pakistani Propaganda, media have been putting out 
the story that we are engaged in an undeclared war and have mounted 
massive attacks with tanks and troops. This is wholly untrue. In fact, it 
was Pakistan which threatened total war and moved its entire armed 
strength into operational positions on our borders and lauched amassive 
hate-India campaign with the slogans "Crush India", "Conquer India". 
We had, therefore, to take appropriate measures and move our forces to 
defensive positions in order to protect the integrity of our country and 
the lives and properties of our citizens. It has never been our intention to 
escalate the situation or to start a conflict. To this end, we have instructed 
our troops not to cross the borders except in self-defence. We cannot 
ignore our experiences of 1947-48, January 1965 and of 
August-September 1965. 

On November 21, Pakistani infantry, supported by tanks and artillery 
launched as offensive on the Mukti Bahini who were holding the 
liberated area around Boyra, five miles from our eastern border. 
Pakistani armour, under heavy artillery cover, advanced to our border 
threatening our defensive positions. Their shells fell in our territory 
wounding a number of our men. The local Indian military Commander 
took appropriate action to repulse the Pakistani attack. Is this action 13 
Pakistani Chafee tanks were destroyed. 

On November 22, the Pakistani force called up an air strike of four 
Sabre jets on our positions. These were intercepted within Indian 
territory by our Gnats who destroyed three Sabre jets. Two of the 
Pakistani Pilot who baled out, were captured on our territory. We regard 
this as a purely local action. 

Even though Pakistan has declared an Emergency, we shall refrain 
from taking a similar step, unless further aggressive action by Pakistan 
compels us to do so in the interest of national security. In the meantime, 
the country should remain unruffled. Our brave armed forces and our 
people will ensure that any adventurism on the part of the Military 
regime of Pakistan meets with adequate rebuff. The rulers of Pakistan 
must realise that the path of peace of peaceful negotiation and 
reconciliation—is more rewarding than that of war and the suppression 
of liberty and democracy. 
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The Lok Sabha met at Eleven of the Clock 
[Mr. Speaker in the Chair] 

STATEMENT RE. ATTACK BY PAKISTAN 

THE PRIME MINISTER, MINISTER OF ATOMIC ENERGY, 
MINISTER OF ELECTRONICS, MINISTER OF HOME AFFAIRS AND 
MINISTER OF INFORMATION AND BROADCASTING (SHRIMATI 
INDIRA GANDHI) : Mr. Speaker, Sir, this morning, according to the 
news, the Government of West Pakistan have declared war upon us. Last 
evening the West Pakistan Air Force violated our air space wantonly and 
attacked a large number of our air fields. Simultaneously their ground 
forces shelled our positions along the western border. Their propaganda 
media has made a totally baseless allegations that India had launched an 
attack and assault. 

The news reached me just as 1 was leaving Calcutta. Immediately on 
my return I took counsel with my colleagues and with the Leaders of the 
Opposition Parties. We were all of one mind, united in our resolve that 
the nation's freedom should be defended and unanimous that the 
aggressor should be beaten back. 1 am sure the same sense of solidarity 
will mark our work in the difficult days ahead. A state of Emergency has 
been Proclaimed. 

I lay on the Table a copy of Notification No. G.S.R. 1789 Published 
in Gazette of India dated the 3rd December, 1971 under sub-clause (b) of 
clause (2) of article 352 of the Constitution, publishing the Proclamation 
of Emergency issued by the President on the 3rd December, 1971 under 
clause (1) of the said article. [Placed in Library, See No. LT-1219/71. ] 







We are approaching the House to adopt the Defence of India Bill. 

Our feeling is one of regret that Pakistan did not desist from the 
ultimate folly and sorrow that at a time when the greatest need of this 
sub-continent is development, the peoples of India and Pakistan have 
been pushed into war. We could have lived as good neighbours by die 
people of West Pakistan have never had a say in their destiny. In this 
grave hour our own dominant emotion is one of confidence and faith. 

For over nine months the military regime of West Pakistan has 
barbarously trampled upon freedom and basic human rights in 
Bangladesh. The Army of occupation has committed hemous crimes 
unmatched for their vindictive ferocity. Many millions have been 
uprooted, ten millions have been pushed into our country. 

We repeatedly drew the attention of the world to this annihilation of 
a whole people, to this menace to our security. Eveywhere the people 
showed sympathy and understanding for the economic and other burdens 
and the danger to India. But Government secured morally and politically 
paralysed. Belated efforts to persuade the Islamabad regime to take some 
step which would lead to a lasting solution fell on deaf ears. 

The wrath of the West Pakistan Army has been aroused because the 
people of Bangladesh have stood and struggled for values which the 
Army is unable to comprehend and which it has suppressed in every 
province of Pakistan. 

As the Mukti Bahini's effectiveness increased the West Pakistan 
Army became more desperate. Our tradition is to stand not with tyrants, 
but with the oppreassed and so the anger has been turned upon us. 

West Pakistan has escalated and enlarged the aggression against 
Bangladesh into full war against India. War needs as much patience and 
self-restraint as does peace. Military regime of West Pakistan will go all 
out to sow suspicion and rumour in the hope of fomenting communal 
tension and internal trouble. Let us not be taken in by their designs. We 
must maintain unity and a sense of high purpose. 

We should be prepared for a long struggle. High production, 
agricultural and industrial, is the foundation upon which defence rests. 
The courage and fighting capability of the jawans have to be backed by 
the dedication of the farmer, the worker, the technician and the trader. 
The business community has a special responsibility to resist the 
temptation to heard or to charge higher profit. Artists and writers, 
teachers and students—^the nation looks to them to defend our ideals and 
to keep high our morale. To the women of our country I make special 
apeal to save every possible grain and rupee and to avoid waste. The 
sacrifice of each of us will build the nation's strength and enduring 
power. 

We have stood for peace, but peace itself has to be defended. Today 
we are fighting to safeguard our territorial integration and national 



honour. Above all, we are fighting for the ideals we cherish and the 
cause of peace. 

11.06 hn. 

RESOLUTION RE. PROCLAMATION OF EMERGENCY 

THE PRIME MINISTER, MINISTER OF ATOMIC ENERGY, 
MINISTER OF ELECTRONICS, MINISTER OF HOME AFFAIRS AND 
MINISTER OF INFORMATION AND BROADCASTING (SHRIMATI 
INDIRA GANDHI): I beg to move : 

"That the House approves the Proclamation of Emergency issued 
under article 352 of the Constitution by the President on the 3rd 
December, 1971." 

MR SPEAKER: Resolution moved : 

"That the House approves the Proclamation of Emergency issued 
under article 352 of the Constitution by the President on the 3rd 
December, 1971." 

SHRI A. K. GOPALAN (Palaghat) : By its large-scale air-raids and 
shelling on various sectors yesterday, the military junta of Pakistan has 
con’t fronted this country with a full-fledged war. This has come because 
of the support India has given to the liberation struggle of the people of 
Bangladesh and our Party has always stated that in case of such a 
development, the nation will rally to a men to defeat the military junta's 
aggression, because it is essential for the victory of the Bangladesh 
struggle, to defeat the game of imperialism in the sub-continent and to 
strength democracy not only in Bangladesh but also in West Pakistan. 
We reiterate this stand of our party. We would appeal to the Government 
of India to end all hesitation, resist all pressures and accord immediate 
recognition to Bangladesh because we are fighting for Bangladesh, and 
today formally we have to recognise Bangladesh. 

We would also like to warn, however, that there are reactionary 
elements in the country which will strive to work up chauvinism and 
whip of communal tension. We should flrmly fight these reactionary 
attempts and tell our people that this is a war to help the victory of 
Bangladesh people. We should to them not to become victims of any 
anti-Pakistan hysteria that is worked up. 

As far as the Proclamation of Emergency is concerned, we are of the 
opinion that because the whole country is behind the Government, from, 
Proclamation of Emergency was not necessary now, but it has been 
done. We have nothing to say about it. We confirm that we will be 
supporting Whole heartedlly the struggle for Bangladesh and against 
Pakistan. 



SHRl INDRAJIT GUPTA (Alipore) : On behalf of our party we 
pledge our total and utmost support to the supreme national task which 
devolves upon us at this hour of defending our territorial integrity 
against this trecherous and unscrupulous aggression that has been 
launched against our country. 

Since last night a great and historic mission has fallen to the lot of 
our armed forces. It is not only to defend our territorial integrity. The 
enslaved people, the tortured people of Bangladesh are looking to us 
since last night to wield the sword of retributive justice on their behalf. 
Let that sword be wielded with courage and determination. At the same 
time, I would request the Government to make it clear beyond any 
shadow of doubt that we harbour no ambitions of territorial 
aggrendizement against Pakistan. We have no quarrel with the common 
people of Pakistan, with whom we have always wanted, and hope one 
day we shall be able to live as peaceful and friendly neighbours. 

Our struggle is against the military junta of Islamabad, which has 
brought such indescribable suffering and sorrow to the peoples of 
Bangladesh. So, I would request the Government to lose no opportunity 
in declaring before the world in clear terms what our war aims are, so 
that communal and chauvinstic forces are not allowed to get the upper 
hand. Also-, now the time has come when we must boldly declare our 
recognition of Bangladesh and the Government which represents the 
people of Bangladesh. 

We are going shortly to pass the Defence of India Bill and rules will 
be framed thereunder. This will arm the Government with practically 
omnipotent powers. In the interests of the country and its defence, the 
Prime Minister has spoken about maximising production. We are one 
with her. The working class will play its part in this. But you must see, 
with the powers you will now get at your command, that the owners of 
industry, the employers, are not permitted to close down production units 
and to retrench the workers at their own sweet will. You must see to it 
that over 3000 industrial units which are lying closed in the country 
today are made to open and resume production, so that the full capacity 
of our resources can be brought into play. 

Just as we are all resolved to defend our country against aggression, 
so the Government must see to it that the people are defended also in the 
rear against any unscrupulous profiteers, hoarders or speculators, who 
might try to take advantage of the abnormal situation, with which we are 
now confronted. 

I do not wish to take more time now. Our thoughts today are 
primarily with the gallant men of our armed forces and also with the 
heroes of Muki Bahini, but for whose epic resistance during the last 





eight months, 1 think, there would have been nothing left of Bangladesh. 
Had they succumbed, had diey surrendered and given away, we would 
have been faced with a very different situation. But hope is the light 
today and by the sacrifices that the people of Bangladesh and Mukti 
Bahini have undergone, they have kept the flame of liberty and revolt 
aloft. And today, when the desperate junta at Islamabad is trying to make 
its final bid to suppress the people in blood, we should be proud of the 
fact that history has hintertwined inextricably our struggle for national 
defence and the struggle of the people of Bangladesh for their liberation. 
We are living through a period of history today and let it not be said that 
we failed at this time. With courage, determination and resoluteness, we 
must go ahead, but keeping true to the traditions of our great country, we 
should make a declaration : We were always a peace-living country. We 
have only gone to war when it has been thiust upon us. We do not wish 
to annex anybody else's territory. We wish to defend our soil and to help 
the people of Bangladesh to achieve their liberation, so that they may 
live freely as they wish to live under a Government of their own choice. 

SHRI SEZHIYAN (Kumbakonam) : Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the 
DMK, I rise to support the Proclamation and also to express our 
solidarity with the Government. We did not want war, but war has been 
thrust on us and we take up the challenge to see that our democracy is 
defended and our territorial rights are preserved. If the military regime in 
Pakistan feels that they can paralyse our Government by show of arms, 
we on this side and also the people of Bangladesh who have based their 
conviction and their entire living on democratic rights, shall take up the 
challenge. United we stand; united we shall win ! 
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SHRl SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA (Begusarai): Mr. Speaker, Sir, on 
behalf of my party I am here to say today that we are one, unbreakably 
one, as a nation against the aggressor. Today we recognise no differences 
amongst ourselves, except the differences against the aggressor and his 
allies. We might have had some differences in the past out they not only 
pale into insignificance now but disappear completely for the moment. 

Today to my mind there is only one task before the nation and that is 
to meet effectively the challenge of the aggressor. And there is only one 
way of doing it, namely, complete and unshakable unity under one 
leader. There is only one way of sustaining and maintaining it, namely, 
to steer clear of all narrownesses and petinesses at the moment. 

Sir, this is going to be a cold and calculated war so far as the 
aggressor is concerned. The aggressor had given us a ten-day notice. I 
think, President Yahya Khan has been as true as his word. 

' He had told his country that in ten days time he would be off to a 
front. Now let me say on behalf of this country that today the whole 
nation is in the battledress against the aggressor. 

If President Yahya Khan thinks that he had been a genera) and our 
Prime Minister has not been a general, I must say that tlie Prime Minister 
does not only represent the velvet in the nation but also steel and the 
granite in it mid she would be acting like Ehirga on our behalf if there is 
a general from that side. 
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We have been brought up in the peaceful traditions bequeathed to us 
by Mahatma Gandhi. We had never diought that we would be aggressors 
at any time. We had never conceived our role as an aggressor at any 
time. But we have been victim of aggression perhaps for the fourth time 
by Pakistan. All the aggressions in the past had been repulsed by India 
but let me hope that this aggression would be more decisively repulsed 
so that the aggressor does not have the courage to do it again in future. 

Let us also be aware that the international community also must be 
fully ready with a battery of steps that it might take. Some other 
important countries to might be ready with many good offices that they 
might like to offer. With full awareness of all this I have no doubt that 
our country will face up to this task with determination undiminished by 
any circumstances, and the Government will face up to this task with 
faith, confidence and fortitude of which the Prime Minister spoke in her 
broadcast last night. 

I have no doubt that the whole country, in whatever sections of the 
community we might be divided for other purposes, is going to rise as 
one man today and whatever tasks are assigned to us would be 
accomplished with perfection. We would not be satisfied with anything 
less than perfection in every field of life. 

With these words, Mr. Speaker, I assure the Government of full 
support and cooperation on behalf of my party. In fact, it would sound 
trite but it is indeed important to emphasize that we are going to do all 
the best we can in the effort that would be required to mobilies the 
country against the aggressor. 

SHRI FRANK ANTHONY (Nominated—Anglo-Indians) : Mr. 
Speaker, Sir, I have the previlege to associate the Members of the United 
Independent Group with the sentiments that have fallen from the 
spokesmen of the other Groups. 

Only the other day, at the lunch you gave I told Senator Frank 
Church of America that I expected the Pakistani military junta to attack 
us in a few days. He asked me my reasons and I told him that the 
unspeakable atrocities of the Islamabad butcher were coming home to 
roost and that he must have realised that he and his mercenaries could 
not hold on in Bangladesh but that like every military dictacor he had to 
save face and he could only save face by attacking us. And it has come. 

The sopkesmen and representatives of every Party and Group in this 
House have pledged their unwavering, unstinted support to the Prime 
Minister and the Government in this hour of national crisis. But I think 
we are also at one on this that this time there cannot be and there must 
not be another Tashkent. 

The Security Council, the Governments of leading nations have 





looked on mutely with almost cynical inhumanity while the Islamabad 
butcher and his mercenaries were massacring more than a million 
innocent men, women and children, and commiting mounting aggression 
against India by driving out over 10 million people on to our territory. 

Indeed, some Governments seem to have the temerity to tell us not 
even to defend our borders but to withdraw our troops while they were, 
in fact, abetting in word and deed this greatest genocide in history. I 
believe but for the abetment of genocide that even the Islamabad butcher 
would not have dared to declare a full scale war on India as he has done. 
The world knows the restraint that India has exercised. It knows that the 
Prime Minister had the capacity and strength to keep India on the leash 
for a considerable time in spite of all this mounting aggression. 

For the nation and indeed for every Indian, this war will be a test of 
character. It may be a long war, the sacrifice and suffering; ^ in very 
war, will be great. But we are fortified in the knowledge th£i|t we are 
fighting an evil military directorship whose hands are drippirfg with 
innocent blood and above all, we are fortified in the knowledge that we 
arc fighting not only for our country but for a supremely worth while 
way of life for democracy and secularing while will be demonstrated by 
every Indian, irrespective of caste, creed and community, standing' 
shoulder to shoulder in order to defeat the blood-drenched militarist 
madmen of Islamabad. 

SHRl P. K. DEO (Kalahandi) : Mr. Speaker, Sir, I deem it a pround 
privilege to speak on this momentous occasion in India's history. I 
support the Proclamation of Emergency and condemn the unprovoked, 
shameless, blatant, naked, Pakistani aggression on India in bombing and 
trafing on our civilian population. 

This will go down in the history of the world as the aggression of the 
worst kind on a peace loving people. The action taken by Pakistan brings 
into insignificance even the unprovoked Japanese attack on the Pearl 
Harbour. 

We mean all well to the people of Pakistan. It is the desperate 
military clique led by Yahya Khan which does not understand the 
democratic values and committed genocide on its own people that has 
waged war on India. 

If India has done anything, it is that India has saved the life and has 
given shelter on humanitarian and compassionate grounds to ten million 
destitutes of Bangladesh. 

On this occasion, the country will rise to the occasion and will stand 
as one man behind the Prime Minister. The Swatantra Party pledges its 
full support and solidarity to the Government and appeals to the people 





to temper their spirit as steel and to be prepared to give sweat and blood 
and be prepared for the supreme sacrifice for the preservation of freedom 
and national honour of the country. 

I appeal to the Government not to repeat the folly of 1949 or 1965 of 
a cease-fire but to be properly insulated against all sorts of pressure and 
bring this conflict to its logical conclusion. The logical conclusion will 
be nothing but victory. 

Sir, trudi and righteousness is on our side. God is on the side of truth 
and righteousness. We have got the best of the fighting men and material 
which any country could be proud of. So, victory will be on our side. 

SHRI SAMAR GUHA (Contai) : The badlamite military dictator of 
Pakistan has thrown challenge before our nation. It is a challenge to 
defend our national honour, to defend our nation security, to defend all 
the cherished values for which our freedom is today. 

Sir, I have no doubt that the whole nation today will not only accept 
this challenge but will accept it as a crusade in the defence of the highest 
values, the values of freedom and democracy which we cherish so high 
but which are denied to the people of Pakistan. 

Sir, in this hour of discharging our supreme task, 1, on bahalf of the 
Socialist Party of India, place myself and my Party totally to this 
supreme task of defending our national honour and national security. 

It will go down in history that the treacherous aggression committed 
by Yahya Khan has in a sense raised the soul of India to a new height. It 
is that India, India of Mahatma Gandhi, India of Pandit Jawaharlal 
Nehru, India of Netaji Subhash Chandra Bose, that India which can even 
take the risk of the whole nation, the risk of immense sacrifices, of 
inunense suffering and risk of undergoing immense loss in defence of 
freedom and democracy, wherever it may be endangered, and it has been 
endangered in a part which by the historic bond and heritage of three 
thousand years of Indian civilisation was a part and parcel of our nation, 
was a part and parcel of our old-self. Therefore, if we have to take the 
risk and risk our all in defence of freedom and democracy of Bangladesh 
when today the imperialist power the colonialist powers of the world are 
completely submerged in their old power politics and in their old 
parochial and narrow 'isms', the future history of the world, the future 
history of humanity will say that here was nation which stood for 
defence of freedom and democracy of a part of a people where a military 
dectator wanted to butcher and wanted to commit one of the heinous 
crimes that world history had ever seen. 

Today, the freedom struggle of Bangladesh has become the freedom 
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struggle of India also. Today, let our friedns in Bangladesh know that 
now it is not the freedom struggle of 7.5 crores of Bengalis only but of 
the 55 crores of Indians also. The Yahya regime should know that it is a 
joint struggle in defence of the highest values of freedom and democracy 
of these 63 crores of people. 

Already my hon. friends have paid a glowing tribute to the freedom- 
fighters of Bangladesh. 1 need not add more because I know that this 
whole House, the whole Parliament and the whole Indian nation today is 
one in paying glowing tribute to the freedom-hghters of Bangladesh, is 
one in committing ourselves to their highest cause and to their destiny. 

I would like to add only one more words for the Prime Minister. 
Today, she is not an individual; she is not the leader of a party only; she 
is not even the Prime Minister of India only; she is the flaming sword of 
the national personality of our country today. The whole nation will do 
every thing possible to see that this flaming sword of the Mahashakti— 
the people of India believe in the cult of Mahashakti—will not remain 
content merely with repelling Pak aggression, will not remain content 
merely with defending our national border only, but for good and for 
ever crush that machinery, that war machinery, that barbarous savage 
machinery of the Pak dictatorship which is geared to crush the freedom 
and democracy of the people of Bangladesh. 

A snake half-beaten is dangerous. A snake is to be beaten and is to 
be beaten completely and for good, and we want that the snake of Yahya 
Khan should be beaten and beaten completely. 

I want to conclude with this observation. In this supreme hour, let us 
take the pledge that was taken by Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose during 
the freedom struggle of India, he raised three basic mantrams for the 
freedom fighters in those days. He used the words. Unity, Faith and 
sacrifice, unity of the people, faith in our highest values and supreme 
sacrifice to fulfil those two objectives. 

My other friends who spoke have put the argument: let Bangladesh 
be recognised. By recognising Bangladesh, let the world know it 
definitely that we, the Indian people, are ready to risk everything in 
defence of freedom and democracy. 

SHRIEBRAHIM SULAIMAN SAIT (Kozhikode) : Mr. Speaker, Sir, 
at this momentous hour, I rise in this House to very unequorocally 
condemn the unprovoke naked, Pakistani aggression against our sacred 
country. 1 also support the Proclamation of Emer^ncy by the President 
of my motherland. 

Sir, today the country is passing through a very critical period in its 
history. At this critical juncture, let me declare in very clear terms to be 
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understood by everybody inside my country and outside that the 
Mussalmans of this country, 8 crores of them, are prepared to fight and 
even sacrifice their lives, standing shoulder to shoulder with their 
brethren for the security, honour and integrity of the mother country. 

Sir, in the past our country has passed through oceans of blood and 
fire. Today also such a situation has come, and God willing, we will 
come out with flying colours, in the present struggle also. 

I say all this not because of fear from any quarter, not because I want 
favour from anybody, but because love of our country, defence of our 
country, is an article of faith as far as the Mussalmans are concerned. 
Therefore, let me agree with my respected colleague in Parliament, the 
leader of the Jan Sangh, Shri Vajpayee, that today we have no party 
differences. Today we have one party, the Indian Nation, and one leader, 
Shrimati Indira Gandhi, the Prime Minister of India. 

On behalf of my party, the Indian Union Muslim League, I pledge 
full support to my country, my Government and my people. I also wish 
all success to the fighting forces of my country. 
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MR. SPEAKER : Many other Hon’ble Members are very keen to 
speak and they are sending me so many chits. I would request them to 
take one or two minutes. Enough has been said already on it. 

SHRl TRIDIB CHAUDHURI (Berhampore) : Mr. Speaker, I join my 
voice to the unanimous declaration of support that has been expressed in 
this House today on this historic-occasion for the proclamation of 
national emergency and the declaration of national determination to hght 
a war that has been forced on us, upto the last. 

This is a moment, not of words but of action. So, I do not want to 
inflict a long speech in this House. But I would be failing in my duty of I 
do not utter a word of caution to the Government and the Leader of the 
country today, Shrimati Indira Gandhi that this is a war, not only to 
safeguard the security and territorial integrity of India, this war has 
inescapable become merged with the war of Independence of 
Bangladesh. We stand on the threshold of historic decisions. The world 
has refused to recognise Bangladesh. The world has refused to see the 
basic problems of Bangladesh. Let us also realise that the world has 
failed to see or understand the problems that India is faced with because 
of the explosion in Bangladesh. That is why the time has come when 
Bangladesh must not only be recognised by India, given diplomatic 
recognition, but at the same time, the world must be told that this is not a 
war between India and Pakistan. They must also be told in the clearest 
possible terms that there is another war, the war of the people of 
Bangladesh, the war of the People's and that war also must be fought to 
the finish, and that India is within here rights to help that war, to help the 
people of Bangladesh to win that war. 

With these words, I again support the Proclamation of Emergency. 

DR. KARNI SINGH (Bikaner): Pakistan has posed a great challenge 
before our nation, and it is now up to every Indian citizen to tighten his 
belt and project a united image before not only Pakistan and the enemy, 
but the world also. Pakistan, precipitating this war, has precipitated the 
recognition of Bangladesh, and I have no doubt that in a very short while 
Bangladesh will be recognised and Pakistan will financially destroy 
itself, as a result of its own act of aggression and I can only hope that out 
of the wreck and ruin of Pakistan will emerge as loose-knit 
confederation of democratic secular States in diis region in which India 





can take the lead. 

I would like to say this much that many of us young Members of 
Parliament are desirous of serving to the best of our ability the defence 
of our country. It was one of my dreams almost 30 years ago in the 
World War to join the Air Force, and I would like to offer my services to 
the Prime Minister to join the Fighter Command of I.A.F. 

I find that al Hon'ble Members of the House from different parts 
have offered their unstinted support to the Hon'ble Prime Minister, and 
all of us Independents also do likewise, and I sincerely hope that the 
Prime Minister would also in her wisdom consider the formation of a 
National Government for the duration of the emergency. 

I thank you for giving me time to speak. I would only like to say this 
much that the speeches of my Hon'ble friend Mr. Shamim and other 
Muslim friends have convinced the world of what the great Gandhiji and 
the great Jawaharlal Nehru used to say that Indra was a secular nation. 
They have proved that India indeed is a secul^ nation. 

SHRIV. K. KRISHNA MENON (Trivendrum): The unanimity of the 
sentiments expressed in this House is not only a proclamation to 
Pakistan, but to the world, and particularly to that part of the world 
whose weapons have always been used against us. These expressions 
have been inspired by sentiments which may appear in the surface to be 
emotional, but this emotion is a reflection of the firm and resolute will of 
this nation. If the Prime Minister at any time wanted proof of this, she 
has had it from the lips of people who, not as professionals but as part of 
their duty, criticise here in this House. 

12.00 hra. 

There are one or two matters to which I would like to refer at this 
moment. I do not say my word is the last on this subject. The cease-fire 
line in Kashmir no longer exists. The cease-fire agreement is dead by the 
act of aggression. I hope it is for the Government to decide—it is not for 
us individuals to lay it down—to hand over the exit permits to the 
members of the UN Observation Commission, because their capacity 
will now be not to superwise the cease-fire line objectively, but to be the 
allies of the forces that resist us. In the least, these observers are very 
much in the way and they might get killed. So, we have a great 
responsibility. So, we shall ask them to go away or send them away to 
our guest houses, because there is a tremendous international 
responsibility. The life of one of these international observers will 
emotionally surcharge the UN in a way that it forgets all other matters. 

Secondly, I heard the Prime Minister say—^my hearing is still very 
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good—^that Pakistan has declared war against us. I beg of her of verify 
the statement with great accuracy, because if Pakistan has declared war 
against us, it is one matter. But if Pakistan has simply said, it has 
declared a state of \ ir, it is a different matter. Declaration of a state of 
war is a statement made by the State of Pakistan to its own pec^le and is 
still undeclared war. But so far as we are concerned, war exists. This is 
the occasion to hand over the exist permit to the High Commissioner of 
Pakistan here, which takes away whatever inhibitions there may have 
been in the way of the recognition of Bangladesh. That is to say, 
Pakistan State is no longer a recognised Slate so far as we are concerned. 
Of course, if they have declared war against us, there is the end of it. 
That is to say, there is nothing standing in the way. But this matter must 
be cleared, because in the eminent position the Prime Minister occupies, 
if she says in the House that Pakistan has declared war against us, 
international opinion will turn round and say, this is an exaggeration. 
Now, it is no exaggeration in fact, but we should not put ourselves in the 
wrong in this matter. If it is not declared war, it is undeclared war and 
what is known as pre-emptive war. Pre-emptive was is the most sinful of 
all things. The decision who to hit and where to hit must remain with the 
Government and not with the Generals. War is too serious a mater to be 
entrusted to Generals. Therefore, I have no doubt that the Defence 
Minister who is otherwise pre-occupied will see to it that where and in 
which terms to hit is left to be decided by Government and nobody else. 

1 do hope that today, tomorrow or whenever, it is, Bangladesh should 
be recognised because that would be a fitting answer to Pakistan, almost 
as powerful as the lethal blows that we may deliver. 

I want to conclude by saying, this is a sorry business. War is a 
gruesome affair, especially in a population of our size without the 
necessary equipment for shelters and things of that character, with a 
nation that has not seen a war on its own soil since he battle of 
Wandiwash. That is to say, our people, our professional soldiers, have 
fought in other fields of battle with glory, but on this soil, we have not 
seen a war. War is a gruesome business with the black-outs, the fear of 
bombing etc. It is a gruesome business. So, there may be no competition 
amongst us as to who makes the most extreme speeches because that this 
nobody. I want to assure the Prime Minister that I belong to no party. 
Apart from that, there are no differences here; we are one nation. 

Philip of Spain thought in the 16th century because Mary Queen of 
Scotland, was executed the Catholics would support him when he 
invaded Britain. But it is the same as what you have heard from the 
representative of the Muslim League. This is one country and one nation 
and I have no hesitation in saying that todav we are under one leader 
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irrespective of her ideologies. I do not believe she would bring socialism 
to this country. I want to say this quite, frankly because you cannot jump 
into a ditch and then leap. But that is another matter which we will ded 
with afterwards. There will be neither socialism nor any ism unless this 
nation survives. The survival of this nation is the most important thing. 

Coming to war, this country never wanted to wage a war. But when 
our frontiers beyond the cease-fire line are unfortunately compromised 
by the action of another country, when another country decides to 
indulge in border violation and things of that kind I think a new situation 
arises. Therefore, while we believe in peace at any price we are in the 
position of an old American President who is reported to have said "I am 
a man of peace at any price but the present price is war". But, in the 
present case, we do not have to make a choice; the enemy has made the 
choice War action has taken place by the bombing of our air-field for the 
crippling of our jawans, not of our striking power. And I have no doubt 
that in the operations which we are forced to undertake, as Shri Indrajit 
Gupta has rightly pointed out, we have no quarrel with the people of 
Pakistan and we do not propose to indulge in, we will make sure that we 
do not propose to indulge in, the Nazi form of war, the war of 
exterminating peaceful population. It is only in the extreme 
circumstances where military targets are bombed—and our firing will 
never fail—that people will be put to hardship, and that we will not use 
those deadly weapons called napalm bombs and things like that which 
cripple young people. If you see people who have been affected by that 
you would never allow them to be used. These are thing which at this 
time and on this occasions we should not forget in the enthusiasm of 
crushing the enemy. I know that the enemy can never be crushed; if he is 
crushed he will rise again but we have to pull out those fangs that try to 
kill us. 

I want to say one word about the proclamation of emergency. There 
is no doubt that a proclamation of emergency is necessary for many legal 
reasons. Otherwise, government would be faced with very much delay 
and inconvenience, even though they can indemnity the officials later. 
But I am sure the Prime Minister will bear in mind a great saying which 
is said about a great empire and which I say about a great cause; great 
empires and little minds go together and generosity is seldom the least 
virtue. Therefore, we should not forget all that. We should go forward, 
not only the opposition but Members of Parliament belonging to all 
parties, the entire nation has to go forward together I do not talk of a 
national government because, after all, the government is a national 
governments What else is it, except for some of us outside ? Therefore, 
we should not have to spend our time fighting or the policemen guarding 





our houses or beating young people. These are things which can wait 
and especially when the war is long-drawn out the government has to 
consider these things. 

Finally, I hope the Prime Minister will at no time heed the counsel of 
unwisdom which says the Parliament must go. That proceeds on the 
assumption that Parliament is a luxury which we tolerate. That is not so. 
Parliament is a necessary establishment, in order that in case there would 
be reverses—and there is no doubt about it that there would be reverses; 
there can be no war without reverses except in the thinking of people 
sometimes—the Parliament can act as the safety valve on such 
occasions. So, this Parliament has to sit. When bombs were raining over 
London the British Parliament had midnight sessions and two bombs 
actually struck the House when they were sitting. This is the thing which 
shook Hitler that people do not go away even when bombs are 
showered. Our people are also the same. We have passion for defending 
this country. When we could shake a mightly empire to its foundations, 
so we can shake the mightly empires that support the aggressor when 
aggression takes place and we should warn the world that any assistance 
givend to the aggression in India is an act of aggression against India 
itself. 

SHRI M. SATYANARAYAN RAO (Karimnagar) : Mr. Speaker, Sir, 
the need of the hour is not making speech but only action. We will have 
to make sacrifices. On behalf of the Telanagana Praja Samithi I would 
like to assure the IMme Minister that the whole nation is behind her. Let 
us forget our pett^ problems. There are no problems except the one 
problem as to how to drive out this aggressor who is coming to our 
country. 

I will request the Prime Minister to assign some work at least to 
some of our young Members here. We know that our soldiers are not 
only fighting but are laying down their lives there. We must also go there 
and do something. At least let us create some confidence among our 
soldiers that not only the whole nation is with them but, that we are also 
doing something. I hope, the Prime Minister will do something about 
this problem. 

SHRI BIRENDER SINGH RAO (Mahendragarh) : Sir, I am 
associating myself with the sentiments expressed in the House, on behalf 
of the Vishal Haryana Party on this occasion. After the Proclamation of 
Emergency and after this dastardly Pakistani aggression last evening I 
feel proud and important as an ex-soldier. And I am not a very old 
soldier either; today I feel even younger. I want to assure the Prime 
Minister that millions of our ex-soldiers and ex-officers in this nation of 





soldiers are today behind her. They would like to be assigned the most 
difficult role to defend our country. I have no doubt that India would 
come our victorious because ours is a noble and a just cause. I am sure 
that in this late twentieth century when those countries, which were so 
far professing to be champions of human rights, have failed humanity. 
India would emerge as the new champion of human rights and individual 
freedom in the world. 

Sir, I must speak a few words on your behalf since you are sitting in 
the Speaker's Chair. 

MR. SPEAKER : You have already spoken as an ex-soldier on my 
behalf. 

SHRI BIRENDER SINGH RAO : Last night your district was 
bombarded. The people along our borders in Punjab and Rajasthan have 
proved to be as brave as the people of West Bengal and Assam phoned a 
few friends this morning at Amritsar and suggested that they might send 
their children over to Delhi so that we might be prepared at our borders 
to teach a very lasting and unforgetable lesson to Pakistan; they all 
refused. They said, Amritsar was not going to be vacated; they were 
going to stay there to the last minute. I congratulate you. Sir, that you 
represent that district, and the people on our borders in Punjab and 
Rajasthan who are so brave. 

DR. G. S. MELKOTE (Hyderabad) : Sir, I rise to support the 
Proclamation of Emergency. May I say that the country has heard the 
clarion call of our leader ? On this occasion the national defence workers 
have asked me to tell this House on their behalf that during the past two 
aggressions they had been working 24 hours round the clock but the 
management of the different industrial factories gave them one holiday 
in a fortnight. They complained and asked why this holiday was given. 
The management replied that it was not because of human failure; the 
machine had broken down but the man had not broken down; therefore, 
a holiday was necessary. At this juncture we would like to assure the 
leader that is every possible manner we will out do what we did last time 
and help our jawans at the front. 

With these word I give support to the Proclamation of Emergency. 

SHRI SURENDRA MOHANTY (Kendrapara) : Mr. Speaker, Sir, on 
behalf of the Utkal Congress and the United Independent Group which I 
have the honour to represent in this House. I would like to associate 
myself with the support given to the Proclamation of Emergency which 
has been moved by the Prime Minister and pledge our support to it in 
this hour of trial. There is no question of waging war or not waging it. 
When the battle is called we must join it and make ourselves oblations to 





that holy flame. But I would only urge upon the Prime Minister to see 
that the quality of free society is not impaired in the name of Emergency. 

Before, I conclude, I would like to support what my esteemed friend, 
Shri Krishan Menon, has said that Parliament must not be off. The 
Parliament should continue to function in this hour of trial so that it 
keeps up the image of confidence and cool courage of our country. 

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE (Kanpur): Mr. Speaker, Sir, as the President 
of the All-India Defence Employees Federation, I assure my full support 
to the Prime Minister and to the Defence Minister and I also assure that, 
as in 1962 and 1965, the Defence employees will rise like one man today 
and will sacrifice even more to see that the naked aggression of Pakistan 
is repelled with all force. They will help the army both in the front and 
also preparing everything in the near and help this Government in this 
hour of trial. 

MR. SPEAKER: The question is : 

"That the House approves the Proclaamtion of Emergency issued 
under article 352 of the Constitution by the President on the 3rd 
December, 1971." 

The motion was adopted. 

MR. SPEAKER : This Resolution is carried unanimously. I am very 
proud to be the Speaker of this House which has shown so much unity 
and demonstrated so much determination at this grave hour. We all pray 
that the nation stands all united as one man with one determination and 
with one leader. May God be with us. 
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17.40 lira. 

STATEMENT ON THE SITUATION RE: ATTACK BY 
PAKISTAN ON INDIA 

THE MINISTER OF DEFENCE (SHRI JAGJIVAN RAM) : You are 
aware that Pakistan has thrust a war upon us. 

The Pakistani Air Force launched pre-emptive air strikes on our 
airfields from 5.45 p.m. yesterday. Pakistani aircraft have attacked 12 of 
our airfields, namely Amritsar, Pathankot, Srinagar, Faridkot, Halwara, 
Ambala, Agra, Uttarlai, Jodhpur, Jamnagar, Sarsa and Sarsawa. The 
railway Junction of Godra Road, Jammu and Banner were also attacked. 
Four of the attacking aircraft have been shot down. Some of our runways 
were slightly damaged; on aircraft on the ground was affected; in one 
area the installation was singhtly damaged. All our airfields are fully 
operational. The Pakistani objective of inflicting substantial damage 
through a pre-medicated pre-emptive attack has been frustated. 

The Indian Air Forces responded with retaliatory attacks on 
Pakistani airfields, the first strike materialising last night at 11.50 p.m. 
Chanderi, Sherkot, Sargodha, Murid, Mianwali, Musroor (near Karachi), 
Risalwala (near Rawalpindi) and Changa Manga (near Lahore) have 
been attacked. The crew have reported to have achieved good results. 
They hit a number of Pak aircraft on the ground and petrol tanks were 
set on fire. Sargodha airfields has been damaged. The radar station in 
Badin (Kutch) has also been damaged. All our aircraft except on Hunter 
one HF-24 and one Sukoi have returned to the base. 

Since 6 p.m. yesterday, the Pak Army has been shelling our positions 
in Poonch, Chhamb Jaurian, Amritsar, Fazilka and Pathankot. The 
ground attacks by Pakistani forces have been repelled in all sectors. 
Some of our B.S. forces in Ajnala who were across the river Ravi have 
however been withdrawn. Pakistan has effected similar withdrawal of 
their forces on our side of the river. In Poonch, we have taken 5 
prisoners belonging to No. 26 PDK Battalion. At Chhamb Jaurian the 
Pak troops while reterating have left one dead and one wounded soldier, 
both belonging to No. 43 Battalion of the Punjab Regiment. 

In the early hours of December 4th, our troops captured a Pak 
picquet 5. miles south-east of Tithwal. A hill feature between Uri and 
Hajipur has been captured. Our troops also captured 13 prisoners 
including one JCO. 





Pak troops in great strength supported by armour and artillery are 
engaged in severe fighting 30 miles west of Akhnur. We have already 
inflicted heavy casualties including 6 enemy tanks which were seen 
burning. 

In Ferozepore sector, approximately one brigade of Pak troops 
supported by air, armour and artillery are attacking our troops in area of 
Hussainiwala and Ferozepore. Our troops have repulsed all attacks 
inflicting heavy casualties on the enemy. We have also had casualties and 
lost some ground. The Hussainiwala bridge has been damaged. 

The Indian Forces have moved into Bangladesh at several points and 
are acting in concert with Mukti Bahini. Our troops in concert with the 
liberation forces have taken Shameshemagar including the airfield in the 
Tripura and Cachar sector. Fierce fighting is still going on in the area 
around Akhaura. Our troops captured Saigon and Majlispur in the 
Comilla sector. Thakurgon, Darsana and Gazipur are now under our 
control. 42 prisoners including one JCO and one Havildar-Major 
belonging to 26 Frontier Force Rifles Battalion have been captured in 
Phulbari. 

The Indian Air Force has carried out air strikes on the airfields 
controlled by the Pakistani Air Force in Bangladesh. Sor far, 8 Pakistani 
Sabre jets have been shot down, four near Dacca and 3 near Jessore. We 
lost 2 hunters. 

The Western and Eastern Fleets of the Indian Navy are now out on 
their mission to seek and destroy enemy warships and to cut the 
maritime lines of communication between West Pakistan and 
Bangladesh and to deny to West Pakistani Forces of occupation support 
from the sea. A Pakistani merchant ship was captured by one of our 
destroyers this morning. A party of Naval personnel has boarded the ship 
which has been ordered to proceed to the nearest harbour. 

Units of the Eastern Fleet have also struck at Cox's Bazar. The attack 
resulted in the destruction of the installations at the airfield. 

The Indian Navy has instituted contraband control in respect of 
supplies intended for Pakistani ports. The ports in occupation of Pakistan 
in Bangladesh have been block^. 

17.47 hrs. 

The Lok Sabha then adjourned till Ten of the Clock on Monday, December 
6, 1971 Agrahayan 15,1893 (Saha). 
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STATEBAENT RE: RECOGNITION TO BANGLADESH 

THE PRIME MINISTER, MINISTER OF ATOMIC ENERGY, 
MINISTER OF ELECTRONICS, MINISTER OF HOME AFFAIRS AND 
MINISTER OF INFORMATION AND BROADCASTING (SHRIMATI 
INDIRA GANDHI): The valiant struggle of the people of Bangladesh in 
the face of tremendous odds has opened a new chapter of heroism in the 
history of freedom movements. 

Earlier, they had recorded a great democratic victory in their 
elections and even the President of Pakistan had conceded the right of 
Sheikh Mujibur Rahman to become Prime Minister of Pakistan. We shall 
never know what intervened to transform the benevolent mood and 
realistic approach, if it really was that, to deception and the posture of 
open hatred. 

We are told that Sheikh Mujibur Rahman and his party, the Awami 
League, had planned a non-violent movement of resistance to the 
Government of West Pakistan. But they were caught unawares and 
overtaken by a brutal military assault. They had no alternative but to 
declare for independence. The East Pakistan Rifles and East Bengal 
Regiment became the Mukti Fauj and later the Mukti Bahini, which was 
joined by thousands of young East Bengalies, determined to sacrifice 
their lives for freedom and the right to fashion their future. The unity, 
determination and courage with which the entire population of 
Bangladesh is fighting have been recorded by the world Press. 

These events on our doorstep and the resulting flood of refugees into 
our territory could not but have far-reaching reprecussions on our 
country. It was natural that our sympathy should be with the people of 
Bangladesh in their just struggle. But we did not act precipitately in the 
matter of recognition. Our decisions were not guided merely be emotion 
but by an assessment of prevailing and future realities. 

With the unanimous revot of the entire people of Bangladesh and the 
success of their struggle it has become increasingly apparent that the so- 
called mother State of Pakistan is totally incapable of bringing the 
people of Bangladesh back under its control. As for the legitimacy of the 
Government of Bangladesh, the whole world is now aware that it reflects 
the will of the overwhelming majority of the people, which not many 
govememnts can claim to represent. In Jefferson's famous words to 
Governor Idlurris, the Government of Bangladesh is supported by the 
"will of the nation, substantially expressed". Applying this criterion, the 







Military regime in Pakistan, whon some states are so anxious to buttmss, 
is hardly representative of its people even in West Pakistan. 

Now that Pakistan is waging war against India, the normal hesitation 
on our part not to do anything which could come in the way of a 
peaceful solution, or which might be construed as intervention, has lost 
significance. The people of Bangladesh battling for their very existence 
and the people of India fighting to defeat aggression now find 
themselves partisans in the same cause. 

I am glad to inform the House that in light of the existing situation 
and in response to the repeated requests of the Government of 
Bangladesh, the Government of India have after the most careful 
Consideration, decided to grant recognition to the GANA 
PRAJATANTRI BANGLADESH. 

It is our hope that with the passage of time more nations will grant 
recognition and that the GANA PRAJATANTRI BANGLADESH will 
soon form part of the family of nations. 

Our thoughts at this moment are with the father of this new State 
Sheikh Mujibur Rahman. I am sure that this House would wish me to 
convey to their Excellencies the Acting President of Bangladesh and the 
Prime Minister and to their colleagues, our greetings and warm 
felicitations. 

I am placing on the Table of the House copies of the 
communications* which we have received from the Government of 
Bangladesh. Hon'ble Members will be glad to know that the Government 
of Bangladesh have proclaimed their basic principles of State policy to 
be democracy, socialism, secularism and the establishment of an 
egalitarian society in which there would be no discrimination on the 
basis of race, religion, sex or creed. In regard to foreign relations, the 
Bangladesh Government have expressed their determination to follow a 
policy of non-alignment peaceful co-existence and opposition to 
colonialism, racialism and imperialism in all its manifestations. These 
are the ideals to which India also is dedicated. 

The Bangladesh Government have reiterated their anxiety to 
organise the expenditions return of their citizens who have found 
temporary refugee in our country, and to restore their lands and 
belongings to them. We shall naturally help in every way in these 
arrangements. 

I am confident that in future the Governments and the peoples of 
India and Bangladesh, who share common ideals and sacrifices, will 
forge a relationship based on the principles of mutual respect for each 
other's sovereignty and territorial integrity, non-interference in internal 
affairs, equality and mutual benefit. Thus working together for freedom 


*Sce at and of the statement 






and democracy, we shall set an example of good neighboiirliness which 
alone can ensure, pleace, stability and progress in this region. Our good 
wishes to Bangladesh. 

Letter dated 24-4-1971 from Syed Nazrul Islam, Acting President of the 
People's Republic of Bangladesh to the President of the Republic of 
India 

Syed Nazrul Islam, Acting President of the People’s Republic of 
Bangladesh 

Mujibnagar 
April 24,1971. 


The President of the Republic of India, 

New Delhi. 

Excellency, 

Upon the proclamation of the sovereign independent People's 
Republic of Bangladesh on March 26, 1971 a Government with Sheikh 
Mujibur Rahman at its head has been established. 

A copy of the proclamation of independence. Laws Continuance 
Enforcement Order and a list of Cabinet members are enclosed and 
marked with letters 'A', 'B' 'C respectively for favour of your perusal. 

The Government of Bangladesh is exercising full sovereignty and 
lawful authority within the territories known as East Pakistan prior to 
March 26, 1971 and has taken all appropriate measures to conduct the 
business of State in accordance with custom, usage and recognised 
principles of international Law. 

In view of the friendly relations that traditionally exist between the 
fraternal people of Bangladesh and that of India, I request your 
Excellency's Government to accord immediate recognition to the 
People's Republic of Bangladesh, The Government of Bangladesh will 
be pleased to establish normal diplomatic relations and exchange envoys 
with a view to further strengthening the ties of friendship between our 
two countries. 

Please accept. Excellency, the assurance of our highest 
consideration. 

Sd/- (Syed Nazrul Islam) 
Acting President. 


(Seal of Jhe Bangladesh Government) 


Sd/- (Khandakar Moshtaque 
Ahmcil) Foreign Minister 



The Proclamation of Independence 

Mujibnagar, Bangladesh 
Dated 10th day of April, 1971. 

WHEREAS free elections were held in Bangladesh from 7th 
December, 1970 to 17th January, 1971, to elect representatives for the 
purpose of framing a Constitution. 

AND 

WHEREAS at these elections and people of Bangladesh elected 167 
out of 169 representatives belonging to the Awami League. 

AND 

WHEREAS General Yahya Khan summoned the elected 
representatives of the people to meet on the 3rd March, 1971, for the 
purpose of framing a Constitution, 

AND 

WHEREAS the Assembly so summoned was arbitrarily and illegally 
postponed for indefinite peri(^, 

AND 

WHEREAS instead of fulfilling their promise and while still 
conferring with the representatives of the people of Bangladesh, Pakistan 
authorities declared an unjust the treacherous war, 

AND 

WHEREAS in the facts and circumstances of such treacherous 
conduct Bangabandhu Sheikh Mujibur Rahman, the undisputed leader of 
75 millions of people of Bangladesh, in due fulfilment of the legitimate 
right of self-determination of the people of Bangladesh, duly made a 
declaration of independence at Dacca on March 27, 1971, and urged the 
people of Bangladesh to defend the honour and integrity of Bangladesh 

AND 

WHEREAS in the conduct of a ruthless and savage war the Pakistani 
authorities committed and are still continuously committing, numerous 
acts of genocide and uprecedented tortures, amongst others on the 
civilian and unarmed people of Bangladesh, 

AND 

WHEREAS the Pakistan Government by levying an unjust war and 
committing genocide and by other repressive measures made it 





impossible for the elected representatives of the people of Bangldesh to 
meet and frame a Constitution, and give to themselves a Government, 

AND 

WHEREAS the people of Bangladesh by their heroism, bravery and 
revolutionary fervour have established effective control over the 
territories of Bangladesh, 

We the elected representatives of the people of Bangladesh, as 
honour bound by the mandate given to us by the people of Bangladesh 
whose will is supreme duly constituted ourselves into a Constituent 
Assembly, and 

Having held mutual consultations, and in order to ensure for the 
people of Bangladesh equality, human dignity and social justice, 

declare and constitute Bangladesh to be sovereign People's Republic 
and thereby confirm the declaration of independences already made by 
Bangabandhu Sheikh Mujibur Rahman, and 

do hereby affirm and resolve that till such time as a Constitution is 
framed, Bangabandhu Sheikh Mujibur Rahman shall be the President of 
the Republic and that Syed Nazrul Islam shall be the Vice President of 
the Republic, and 

that the President shall be the Supreme Commander of all the Armed 
Forces of the Republic, 

shall exercise all the Executive and Legislative powers of the 
Republic including the power to grant pardon, 

shall have the power to appoint a Prime Minister and such other 
Ministers as he considers necessary, 

shall have the power to levy taxes and expend monies, 
shall have the power to summon and adjourn the Constituent 
Assembly, and 

do all other things that may be necessary to give to the People of 
Bangladesh an orderly and just Government. 

We the elected representatives of the People of Bangladesh do 
further resolve that in the event of there being no President or the 
President being unable to enter upon his office or being unable to 
exercise his powers and duties due to any reason whatsoever, the Vice- 
President shall have and exercise all the powers, duties and 
responsibilities herein conferred on the President. 

WE further resolve that we undertake to observe and give effect to 
all duties^d obligations devolved upon us as a member of the family of 
nations and by the Charter of United Nations. 





WE further resolve that this proclamation of independence shall be 
deemed to have come into effect from 26th day of March, 1971. 

WE further resolve that in order to give effect to this instrument we 
appoint Prof. M. Yusuf Ali our duly Constituted potentiary and to give to 
the President and the Vice-President oaths of office. 

Signed: 

M. Yusuf Ali 

Duly Constituted Potentiary 
By and under the authority 
of the Constituent 
Assembly of Bangladesh. 


Laws Continuance Enforcement Order 

Mujibnagar, 

Dated 10th day of April, 1971. 

I, Syed Nazrul Islam, the Vice President and Acting President of 
Bangladesh, in exercise of the powers conferred on me by the 
Proclamation of Independence dated tenth day of April, 1971 do hereby 
order that all laws that were in force in Bangladesh on 25th March, 
1971, shall subject to the Proclamation aforesaid continue to be so in 
force with such consequential changes as may be necessary on account 
of the creation of the sovereign independent Bangladesh formed by the 
will of the people of Bangladesh and that all government officials— 
civil, military, judicial and diplomatic who take the oath of allegiance to 
Bangladesh shall continue in their offices on terms and conditions of 
service so long enjoyed by them and that all District Judges and District 
Magistrates, in the territory of Bangladesh and all diplomatic 
representatives elsewhere shall arrange to administer the oath of 
allegiance to all government officials within their jurisdiction. 

This order shall be deemed to have come into effect from 26th day of 
March, 1971. 


Signed : - Syed Nazrul Islam. 

Acting President. 

List of Members of the Cabinet of the Government of People's Republic cf 

Bangladesh. 





President: 
Vice-President: 

Prime Minister : 
Minister, In-Charge of 
Foreign Affairs, Law & 

Parliamentary Affairs: 
Minister, In-Charge of 
Finance, Commarce & 
Industries: 

Minister, In-Charge of 
Interior, Supply, 

Relief & Rehabilitation: 


'C 

Sheikh Mujibur Rahman 
Syed Naznil Islam 
Mr. Tajuddin Ahmed 


Khandaker Mostaque Ahmed 


Mr. M. Mansoor Ali 


Mr. A.H.M. Kamruzzaman 


Letter dated 15-10-1971 from Govt, of the People's Republic of Bangladesh to 

Prune Minister of India. 


Seal of the Bangladesh Government. Mujibnagar, 

15th October, 1971. 


Excellecny, 

We write in continuation of the letter dated April 24, 1971, addressed 
to His Excellency the President of India, and the subsequent 
communications and personal discussion. Excellency, you are aware of 
the proclamation of Independence on the 10th of April by the 
Constituent Assembly of the duly elected members of the National and 
Provincial Legislatures representing the will of the 75 million people of 
Bangladesh. This declaration followed the unilateral, arbitrary and brutal 
denial of the verdict of the people and the suppression of their 
democratic liberties and fundamental human rights by the military 
regime of Pakistan since the 25th of March, 1971. 

2. It is well known that the people of Bangladesh were subjected to 
a long period of ruthless colonial domination, systematic economic 
exploitation and gross political and cultural discrimination by the 
successive regimes dominated by the ruling circles of West Pakistan. 
The letter of April the 24th, 1971, informed you of the formation of the 
Government of the People’s Republic of Bangladesh under the 
Presidency of Sheikh Mujibur Rahman and the Action Presidency of 
Syed Nazrul Islam. 

3. dver the last several years our people had waged a peaceful and 





non*yiolent struggle for the attainment of our basic rights. Even after the 
successive postponements of die convening of the National Assembly by 
the military regime of Pakistan we did not resort to violence but 
continued our non>violent struggle. The military rulers of Pakistan took 
advantage of this to gain time by employing the ruse of so called 
negotiations till the night of 24th of March, 1971, while they were 
augmenting their military strength. 

4. Their plans became visible to the whole world on the black night 
of March the 25th when they let loose their Army under a pre-meditated 
plan on the innocent and defenceless men, women and children of our 
country. They made a special target of the intellectuals, the elite of the 
youth and the leaders of the workers, peasants and students. This left us 
with no alternative but to resort to arms. 

5. Since the formal proclamation of our Independence on April 10, 
our struggle for liberation has gained increased momentum and strength. 
Nearly 60,000 members of the former East Bengal Regt., East Pakistan 
Rifles and other para-military formations identified themselves with the 
struggle of the 75 milion people of Bangladesh and took up arms in 
defence of our motherland. They were joined by hundreds of thousands 
of youngmen whom they trained to defend the sovereignty and 
independence of their homeland, and to release it from the bonds of 
colonial oppression. 

6. The policy of repression has continued with increasing brutality 
in the vain hope of liquidating the leadership and reducing the majority 
of the Bengali speaking people to a minority. Members of the minority 
communities became spec 'al victims of the reign of terror. As a result of 
this policy of genocide, rape, arson and loof, nearly nine million of our 
men, women and children have been driven out in terror and have taken 
shelter in your country, and the exodus still continues. 

7. Sheikh Mujibur Rahman, our undisputed leader and President, 
has been subjected to a secret military trial and has been reportedly 
condemned to death. The Awami League has been banned which had 
won an unparalleled victory in the national elections held last December. 
The military regime of Pakistan has disqualified 79 duly elected 
representatives of the people and has imposed a so-called civilian regime 
consisting of defeated candidates and quislings which is now supported 
by the might of the military machine of Pakistan. These gestures have 
not deceived the 75 million people of Bangladesh. They have only 
exposed the deception and insincerity of the military oppressors. All this 
has only made us more determined than ever to liberate Bangladesh. 

8. We are glad to inform you. Excellency, that this struggle has 





borne firuit. The liberation army of the People's Republic of Bangladesh, 
the Mukti Bahini, are in full control of half the territory of Bangladesh. 
We also confirm that the Bangladesh Government has established 
effective civil administration over this area which is functioning 
smoothly. This development has not merely been welcomed by the broad 
masses of the people but the efforts of our Government have found 
spontaneous and overwhelming support in the areas under its control. 

9. May we, therefore, in the light of these developments request 
your Excellency for a positive response to the message of 24th of April, 
1971, requesting for recognition to the free and duly constituted 
Government of Bangladesh. Such a response on your part would give a 
tremendous impetus tb the struggle being waged by the people and 
Government of People’s Republic of Bangladesh for their liberation. It 
would also gen^ate an international response which would promote the 
cause of freedom, peace and stability in this part of the world. May we, 
therefore, request your Excellency for an early response to this 
communication. 

Please accept. Excellency, the assurances of our highest esteem. 

Sd/- 

(Syed Nazrul Islam) 

Seal of the Govt, of the People's 
Republic of Bangladesh. 


Sd/- (Tajuddin Ahmed) 


October 15,1971 

Her Excellency Mrs. Indira Gandhi, 

Prime Minister of India 
New Delhi. 

Letter dated 23-11-71 from Govt, of the People’s Republic of Bangladesh to 

Prime Minister of India. 

(Seal of Bangladesh Government) Mujibnagar 

November 23,1971 


Excellency, 

May we invite your kind attention to our letter of the 15th of October 
written to you on the eve of your departure for Europe and in the United 
States of America ? Our hope was that, apart from giving consideration 
to our basic request for the recognition of the People's Republic of 
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Bangladesh and its government, our letter would also assist you in 
conveying the depth of our feelings and the increasing momentum of our 
struggle for freedom to the world leaders whom you were to meet. The 
reports that we received about your discussions had created the hope that 
the statesmen whom you met, would be able to persuade President 
Yahya Khan to envolve a political solution to the problem of 
Bangladesh, in consultation with our undisputed leader. Sheikh Mujibur 
Rahman and our already elected representatives. 

2. Even while you were abroad describing the realities of the 
situation and emphasising the imperative necessity of a political solution 
according to the declared wishes of the people of Bangladesh,'we 
received definite indications that the military rulers of West Pakistan 
remain determined to continue their policy of repression and brutality 
against our people. President Yahya Khan's statement of the 12th of 
October, the increased activities of the West Pakistani army against the 
civilian population in Bangladesh and his rebuffs to various overtures 
made by the statesmen of the world urging a rational political solution 
on him, confirmed our assessment. 

3. Developments specially over the last two weeks clearly show that 
the military rulers of Pakistan are not open to persuasion to return to the 
path of reason and face the realities of the situation. Meanwhile, the 
exodus of our countrymen into India continues unabated, which is a 
direct consequence of the continuing repression of our people by the 
West Pakistani Army. The oppression of our people is accompanied by a 
deceitful policy of so-called normalisation undertaken by the military 
junta of West Pakistan. The defeated candidates and quislings who 
constitute the so-called civilian government of East Pakistan, are 
sustained by a repressive martial law regime universally hated by the 
people of Bangladesh. Their atrocities have reached new and 
unimaginable dimensions in terrorising and decimating our people in 
recent days. You must have seen reports about curfews and arrests, 
exercises in scorched earth and mass extermination undertaken by the 
West Pakistani Army in Bangladesh over the last fortnight. Entire 
villages have been razed to the ground and their populations liquidated. 
The West Pakistani Army has acted such systematic brutality that 
millions of our countrymen wander without shelter and food within 
Bangladesh. According to our assessment, nearly five million citizens of 
Bangladesh are in this tragic and heartrending predicament with no 
succour or relief. This is apart from the ten million citizens of 
Bangladesh who have already gone to India and whose number is 
increasing every day. The aforesaid facts lead us to the unmistakable 
conclusion that the military regime of Pakistan has embarked on a pre¬ 
meditated and planned extermination of our race. 



4. The military regime of West Pakistan still refuses negotiations 
with Sheikh Mujibur Rahman and the Government of Bangladesh. This 
has resulted in the alienation not only of the people of Bangladesh from 
the military regime of President Yahya Klian but also of the peoples in 
other parts of Pakistan. The people of the North West Frontier Province 
and Baluchistan have expressed their dissatisfaction in a manner which 
has now compelled the Government of West Pakistan to ban the National 
Awamy Party which had won a majority in the provincial elections in 
there provinces of West Pakistan. 

5. All this only confirms our original assessment that the people of 
West Pakistan were never a party to the conspiracy of military 
oppression undertaken by President Yahya Khan in conjunction with a 
small coterie of Generals. President Yahya Khan's pronouncements and 
activities over the last month gave a clear indication of his determination 
to suppress the democratic aspirations not only of the people of 
Bangladesh, but also of the people all over Pakistan. 

6. As we had informed you in our letter of the 15th of October, the 
operations of the Mukti Bahini, have been gathering momentum. The 
Mukti Bahini, with the universal support of the people of Bangladesh, 
has achieved signal successes in regaining effective Administrative 
control over large areas of our motherland against the military oppressor. 
We had informed you of our being in control of half the territory of 
Bangladesh in our letter of the 15th of October. We have great pleasure 
in informing you now that our effective jurisdiction extends to two thirds 
of the total area of the country. We have not only liberated this area, but 
also consolidated our authority and established increasingly effective 
civil administration in areas under our control. Even in the remaining 
areas, the freedom struggle with popular support has reached a stage that 
it has compelled the West Pakistani troops to confine themselves to a 
limited number of fortified positions. Our successes as well as the events 
in West Pakistan, with the passage of time have convinced even the 
people of West Pakistan, of the legitimacy of our cause. The 
intransigence of the military regime of West Pakistan and the programs 
being carried out by them against our people are indicative of the vain 
hope which President Yahya Khan entertains of retaining control over 
Bangladesh by coercive authority. This has only strengthened our 
determination to liberate our motherland completely and we are 
confident of achieving our objectives. We have become better organised 
and our Aimed forces are acting with discipline and determination. The 
ranks of the Mukti Bahini have swelled with thousands of patriotic 
young men, dedicated to remove the colonial bondage of the people of 
Bangladesh once and for all. It is our unalterable intention to remove the 





root cause of the tragedy which we have undergone—the oppression that 
we have suffered our nearly two decades, and culminating in the 
holocause on March 25 and the events following it. This is a just 
struggle on an enslaved people against their exploiters. 

7. It was our hope that our struggle would find immediate and 
tangible support from the international community, particularly from our 
great neighbour, India, Our expectations had some basis in the eloquent 
resolution passed by the Parliament of India on the 31st of March, 1971, 
which expressed sympathy for and solidarity with the people of 
Bangldesh in their struggle for a democratic way of life. Already, eight 
months have gone by Neither international pressure nor counsels of 
reason from the statesmen of the world have succeeded in persuading the 
military regime of West Pakistan to negotiate of political settlement with 
the people of Bangladesh through their already elected and 
acknowledged leaders led by the President of Bangladesh Sheikh 
Mujibur Rahman. Nor has your tolerance and restraint made any 
constructive impact on the rulers of West Pakistan. To the contrary, apart 
from carrying out a systematic policy of genocide, violation of human 
rights and repression, the military regime of West Pakistan has sought to 
divert the attention of the world from the root cause of the problem by 
attempting to internationalise the issue by projecting it as an Indo- 
Pakistan dispute. We are aware of the consistent efforts that your 
Government has made to explain the problem in its correct perspective 
and to direct the attention of the international community to the realities 
of the situation. These attempts at a peaceful statesment of the dispute 
between the people of Bangldesh and the military rulers of West 
Pakistan have failed, and the recent pronouncements and activities of 
President Yahya Khan provide little hope for a political solution. In this 
context it has surprised and even perturbed us that India should continue 
a policy of caution and restraint against the oppressive military regime 
of West Pakistan. 

8. The people of Bangladesh are conscious of the leading role that 
India played in creadicating the evil of colonialism from the Afro-Asian 
region. It was India's eloquent advocacy and consistent stand in favour 
of the oppressed peoples of the world which made it the leading political 
force accelerating the process of decolonisation. Your Government and 
your people have always raised their voice where human dignity was in 
danger and liberties and freedoms of peoples threatened. Your consistent 
support to the just struggles for liberation and freedom movements of the 
oppressed people of the world is well-known. India has been a leading 
exponent of the cause of freedom and upholder of liberty for those who 
are oppressed and deprived of their fundamental rights. You have shown 





unflinching support to the principles of democracy, secularism, socialism 
and a non-aligned foreign policy. The proclamation of Independence of 
the People's Republic of Bangladesh and subsequent pronouncements by 
the Government of our country have given clear indication that we share 
these ideals and aspirations. We should like to reiterate here what we 
have already proclaimed as the basic principles of our state policy, i.e., 
democracy, socialism, secularism and he establishment of an egalitarian 
society, where there would be no discrimination on the basis of race, 
religion, sex or creed. In our foreign relations, we are determined to 
follow a policy of non-alignment, peaceful co-existence and opposition 
to colonism, racialism and inperialism in all its forms and 
manifestations. Against this background of this community of ideals and 
principles, we are unable to understand why the Government of India 
have not yet responded to our plea for recognition. 

9. On a more practical plane, we are conscious of the burdens 
imposed on your country by the massive influx of the citizens of 
Bangladesh in the face of the terror which they face in their own country. 
We share your anxiety regarding the tensions which the presence of 
millions of our countrymen on your territory can generate. The 
economic burden and the social-political tensions which the large 
number of Bangladesh refugees in India, can create, are and should be 
the common concern of both the Governments of India and Bangladesh. 
With our effective control over our territory and with the establishement 
of organised civil administration, we are anxious that all our fellow 
citizens who were forced to leave their hearths and homes after the 25th 
of March, 1971, and who are now living in your country in adverse 
conditions despite your generosity, return to their homeland at the 
earliest possible date. We are also now in a position to resettle and 
rehabilitate them in their own homes in conditions of safety, dignity and 
honour. In view of the onset of winter, time is of essence in this matter. 
The health and welfare, especially of the women, children and the aged, 
can be safeguarded only if the arrangements for their return to 
Bangladesh are expedited. We would like to assure you of our 
Government's full cooperation in organising the expeditious return of the 
refugees back to their home. Let it not be said that we failed them in 
their hour of need. 

10. Your extending recognition to the Government of Bangladesh 
seems an imperative requisite to us to relieve the tensions and strains 
which the people of Bangladesh and India had to bear over the last eight 
months. The early achievement of our common objectives would also 
depend on your giving not only political and moral support to us, but 
also all essential material aid to the freedom struggle. We are convinced 
that your according recognitions to us and giving sub. 
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11. We are grateful for the continuing support that you have given to 
our cause and the efforts you have made on this behalf with the 
international community. We feel it is now necessary to give formal 
political content to your support, in order that our struggle is rewarded 
with speedy success and our existence as a free society is recognised by 
the world at large. Recognition by you would give an impetus to and 
would be an acknowledgement of our aspirations and free existence. It is 
also our considered assessment that the granting of recognition by the 
Government of India to the People's Republic of Bangladesh is a most 
necessary and important step not only to stabilise the situation on the 
sub-continent but also to ensure peace, progress and stability to South- 
East Asia. May we, therefore, reiterate the request which we made in our 
letter of 15th October that you accord immediate recognition to the 
sovereign People's Republic of Bangladesh. 

Please accept. Excellency, the assurances of our highest esteem. 


Sd/- Sd/- 

(Syed Nazrul Islam) (Tajuddin Ahmed) 

Her Excellency Mrs. Indira Gandhi, 

Prime Minister of India, 

New Delhi. 

(Seal of the Govt, of the People's Republic of Bangladesh) 

Letter dated 4-12-1971 from Govt, of the People's Republic of Bangladesh to 

Prime Minister of India. 


From, 

Syed Nazrul Islam, 

Acting President of the People's Republic of Bangladesh, and 
Tajuddin Ahmed, 

Prime Minister of the People's Republic of Bangladesh. 


To, 

Your Excellency Madame Indira Gandhi, 

Prime Minister of India, New Delhi. 

Her Excellency, 

We have just learnt with deep shock of the deadly attack launched 
against your country by the military junta of Pakistan on the afternoon of 
the 3rd of December. This latest manifestation of Yahya Khan's reckless 





violation of convenants is the final proof of his determination to subject 
the countries of this sub-continent to tenskons, destructions and socio¬ 
economic ferment, the people of Bangladesh were conscious of the 
above inclinations of the Government of West Pakistan and they 
launched their struggle for freedmom nearly nine months ago. We had 
sent communications to your Excellency on the 15th of October and 
23rd of November explaining the realities of the situation and our 
determination to fight the military junta of Pakistan till the complete 
defeat of the occupation forces is accomplished. The aggression 
committed by Yahya and his General on your country make it all the 
more necessary that the people of India and the people of Bangladesh 
stand shoulder to repel the aggressors and fight for democracy and 
freedom and the values we cherish in common. 

Madame Prime Minister, we have the honour to inform you that in 
view of the direct aggression committed by Pakistan against your 
country on the 3rd of December, the freedom forces of Bangladesh are 
ready to fight the aggressive forces of Pakistan in Bangladesh in any 
sector or in any front. Our joint stand against military machinations of 
Pakistan would be further facilitated, if we enter into formal diplomatic 
relations with each other. May we, therefore, repeat our request to your 
Excellency that the Government of India accord immediate recognition 
to our country and our Government. We should like to take this 
opportunity to assure Your Excellency that the Government and the 
people of Bangladesh stand solidly with you in this hour of peril and 
danger to both countries. It is our earnest hope that our joint resistance to 
the nefarious plans and intentions of President Yahya Khan will be 
brought to a successful conclusion. 

We assure Your Excellency of our Government's full support in your 
just struggle against the aggressor. 

Renewing Your Excellency the assurances of our highest esteem. 

December 4,1971. 

SHRIMALLIKARJUN (Medak) : I congratulate the Prime Minister 
of this holly country. I see her as an absolute incarnation of incorporeal 
and divine India. God will bless this country with all efficiency and we 
shall always remain victorious. Jai Bangladesh. 

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU (Diamond-Harbour) : On behalf of my 
party may we say how very glad we are to welcome this day. This is 
really a day of days, since 1947. 

SHRI H. N. MUKHERJEE (Calcutta North-East) ; Words fail us on 
this occasion. We have been waiting for mondis for the time when this 





country would associate itself entirely with the tremendous movement 
for liberation which has began in Bangladesh. 

I do not know if any speech is necessary on this occasion; our hearts 
are full. We say it to the Prime Minister that she has done her duty at 
historic moment. There is no doubt about it. We shall go ahead in this 
part of the world and entirely on a global basis. The struggle which is 
going on against that ghastly junta of military autocrats, the crazy power 
hungry people in Islamabad, that struggle would succeed and freedom 
would flourish in our part of the world, in the rest of humanity. 
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SHRISEZHIYAN (Kumbakonam) : This is a historic day when free 
Bangladesh is recognised by India. Our greetings to the Bangladesh and 
its heroic people. May I request you, on behalf of my party and on behalf 
of this House to convey our greetings and best wishes to the Bangladesh 
people and the Bangladesh Government. We are one with them in 
winning freedom and preserving democracy. The fight that is now going 
on is not between Islamabad and Delhi or between Islamabad and 
Bangladesh; it is a fight between military might and democratic rights. 
Democratic rights will ever succeed, as history has shown. A new 
history is being written in Bangladesh. 
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SHRI P. K. DEO (Kalahandi) : I congratulate the Prime Minister 
from the core of my heart for her bold decision. She has taken a very 
bold step, though belated. 

AN HON. MEMBER : At the right time. 

SHRI P. K. DEO : My party is fully with her. That Pakistan is a 
geographical absurdity has been proved today. We hope that the damage 
done by partition would be repaired, and we fully hope that it will open a 
golden chapter in the history of the sub-continent. This bold decision is 
really very courageous and has injected new spirit into the Indian nation 
and at the same time into the freedom fighters, and I salute the freedom 
fighters, our soldiers and the martyrs who have laid down their lives for 
Bangladesh. 

SHRI TRIDIB CHAUDHURI (Berhampore) : This is, as every body 
has said, really a historic occasion, a great occasion, and long speeches 
are not needed. Even then, we are reminded of the day when the Indian 
nation really came into its own, when on the banks of the Ravi, under the 
leadership of Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru. We took the solemn vow of 
independence. Similary on the 24th March this year, on the banks of the 
Buri Ganga, Free Bangladesh was bom, and Sheikh Mujibur Rahman 
Father of the Nation of Bangladesh, took the vow of an independent 
Bangladesh and declared the independence of Bangladesh. The 
Government and the Prime Minister have never been in more intimate 
communion with the heart of the nation, with the national spirit, than 
today. In thank her and the Government sincerely from the core of my 
heart. 

PROF. MADHU DANDAVATE (Rajapur) : Sir, the late Pandit 
Jawaharlal Nehru once said that freedom, like peace, is indivisible and a 
threat to freedom in one part of the world constitutes a threat to freedom 
elsewhere. I am glad the Prime Minister has listened to the voice of her 
father and in resounding terms, has accepted the freedom of Bangladesh, 
which is in consonance with the freedom of our country. Today the 
freedom fighters and martyrs of Bangladesh must have felt that their 
martyrdom has not gone in vain. They must have realised that the 
recognition of Bangladesh will not come at the diploratic table, but it 
will emerge through the fire of revolution and struggle. And that way. 





the recognition of Bangladesh by India has come. For that reason, 1 
congratulate the Prime Minister and also the country. 

I do not wish to take much time. Today the martyrs and the freedom 
fighters of Bangladesh must be remembering the words of the great poet 
who said: 

"Oh ! Liberty—Can man resign thee 

Once haveing felt thy generous flame ? 

Can dungeon, bolts or bars Confine thee or whip they noble spirit 
tame ?" 

These were the words which illumined the path of many freedom 
fighters the world over. These are the words which will enliven and 
illumine the life and dedication of the freedom fighters of Bangladesh. I 
am glad the forces of freedom in India and in Bangladesh have tuned 
themselves in unison. That will be the picture of the world we will like 
to dream of and Inaid will always stand for all these who are struggling 
for freedom. Our armies will never march on any country to conquer the 
land; our armies will always march to defend and uphold the freedom of 
and land. That is the tradition of our great country. 

SHRI S. A. SHAMIM (Srinagar) : So, recognition delayed is not 
recognition denied. I congratulate the Prime Minister for taking the right 
decision at the right moment in the right forum. But in this excitement, 
may I remined the House, that the real significance of this battle should 
not be forgetten ? The real significance is that the armies of Bangladesh 
and India—Muslims and Hindus—are fighting shoulder to shoulder, 
defeating the military junta of Pakistan. This is not an assult on territory. 
This is an assault on the ideological basis of Pakistan. That is the essence 
of the struggle. Pakistan was created in 1947 on the basis of religious 
being different and religions demarcating the boundaries. In Bangladesh 
today a Muslim Commander, Gen. Osmani, is commanding the forces, 
forgetting what religion is, remembering only one thing that human and 
democratic values are supreme. That is the essence of the freedom fight 
in Bangladesh. I am sure all those who are upholding the cause of 
Bangladesh, whether Mr. Vajpayee or anybody else, will try to 
implement the significance of this in our daily life and in the political 
pattern in this country as a whole. 

SHRIMATI M. GODFREY (Nominated-Anglo-Indians) : Sir, 
words cannot express our admiration for our beloved Prime Minister. It 
is only God who has steered here through the difficult days that we have 
been passing through, God has given her also understanding and proper 
judgement to judge that today is the right day to declare the freedom of 
Bangladesh. I know the times are very difficult for us to interfere in 
other's internal affairs. But our Prime Minister has steered us through 





these difficult days. I think today was the right time for the liberation of 
Bangladesh. So, we all join in one voice to thank her for having taken 
this historic decision on this historic day. This will go down in the annals 
of history. Once more, I congratulate her and pray that God may always 
guide her to do the right things, which she has always been doing 
through all these days of struggled in this country of ours. 

SHRI S. B. GIRI (Warangal) : Sir, ultimately the democratic will of 
the people of Bangladesh and also the will of the people of this country 
has triumphed and recognition has been granted to Bangladesh. On 
behalf of the Telangana Praja Samiti. I congratulate the Prime Minister 
for recognising Bangladesh. I hope other countries will follow suit. I 
hope those who talk of people’s democratic rights and the biggest 
democracy—America—will follow suit and recognise Bangladesh. 
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MR. SPEAKER : I think there should be more speeches now. I also 
join in congratulating the Prime Minister. All the parties have spoken. 
On behalf of these persons who do not belong to any party, who are non- 
controversial and who belong to both the Treasury Benches and the 
Opposition, on behalf of all the free people and on behalf of the whole 
House, I congratulate the Prime Minister. For the first time in my life as 
Speaker, today I joined in thumping the table, thumped my own table. I 
think this declaration made by the Prime Minister will go dow in history 
as a demonstration of the great cooperation and alignment we have with 
the freedom loving people of Bangladesh. On behalf of all those people 
and on behalf of all of you, I wish to congratulate die Government of 
Bangladesh for the momentous and great declaration laying the 
foundation of their state on democracy, secularism, socialism, world 
peace and human rights. 
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STATEMENT RE ; LATEST POSITION ABOUT PAKISTANI 

AGGRESSION ON INDIA 

THE MINISTER OF DEFENCE (SHRI JAGJIVAN RAM) : The 
Hon'ble Members will recall the statement I made in this House in the 
afternoon on December 4di. I had then said that the Pakistani objective 
of inflicting substantial damage on us through a pre-medltated pre¬ 
emptive attack has been frustrated. The Pak forces have been making 
repeated and determined efforts to inflict damage on us and probe for 
possible weak spots in our defences. We have been endeavouring to 
blunt Pakistan's aggressive military machine. 

The Pakistani Air Force has been visiting our airfields, but the 
demage they have been able to inflict has been negligible. We have been 
able to repair the damage inflicted and our airfields continue to be 
operational. There has been a gradual decline in the sorties mounted by 
tlie Pakistani Air Force. This may be the result of the damage inflicted 
by our Air Force on their air installations and airfields. So far, we have 
destrobed 52 of Pakistani combat aircraft and 4 more probably damaged. 
3 Pakistani pilots are in our custody. 

Our Air Force has been concentrating for the last two days on air 
defence of our forward positions and providing close support to ground 
operations. We have also successfully attempted to dislocate Pakistani 
lines of communication, supply dumps and oil installations. We have lost 
22 aircraft in all. 

Pakistan's repeated attacks on Poonch have been beaten back with 
heavy losses. There has been intense pressure in the Chhamb Sector. We 
have withdrawn our troops to prepared positions on the river Monavar 
Tavi. In the fighting that preceded this planned withdrawal. Pakistanis 
lost 25 tanks and they sufferedc heavy casualties. We are exercising 
counter pressure in the area Akhnoor and Shakargarh. 

The Pakistani forces have been pushed out of the Dera Baba Nanak 
Enclave. The bridge across the Ravi is in our possession. The attempts 
on the part of Pak forces to infiltrate behind our lines have been 
frustrated. 

In the Amritsar Sector, a few Pakistani border posts are now in our 
occupation. In the Ferozepore area, the Pakistani forces have ejected 
from the Sejra Enclave. 





In the Rajasthan Sector, a Pakistani armoured colunm made a bid for 
the area around Ramgarh. This column was held at Longanavala and has 
been practically decimated. Twenty tanks were definitely destroyed and 
seven more damaged. We have succeeded in effecting entry into Sind 
from two directions. Our troops have advanced around various points 
and our leading elements are about 10 miles short of Nay a Chor. We 
have also captured Islamgarh. Our forces have been able to destroy 96 of 
Pakistani tanks so far. 

In the Eastern Sector, our troops are acting in concert with Mukit 
Bahini. Under our pressure, the Pakistani occupying troops are falling 
back. The Jessore airfield was captured by us this morning. All areas 
west of Kaliganj have been completely cleared of Pak troops. The 
important highway from Meherpur via Jhenida to Goalandoghat ferry 
has been cut. In Hilli/Dinajpur area our troops are advancing towards the 
Rangpur-Bogra highway. Lalmonirhat, with its airfield has been 
captured. The area north of Kurigram, Rangpur, Dinajpur is now free of 
occupying forces. 

The hon'ble Members are aware of the capture of Akhaura two days 
ago. The strategic centres of Maulvi Bazar and Brahmanbaria are now 
surrounded. Feni was vacated by Pak troops yesterday; the forward 
elements of our troops are now racing towards the Chandpur Ferry. 

In Bangladesh, the Pak Air Force has been virtually wiped out; our 
air supremacy in that area is complete. From the sea, installations of 
military value have been pounded around Chittagong, Chalna, Mangla 
and Khulna. All maritime connection between the occupying forces and 
West Pakistan has been completely severed. 

The hon'ble Members are aware of the daring operation carried out 
by the Indian Navy on the night of 4/5th December. Two Pakistani 
warships have been sunk and one i^ believed to have been seriously 
damaged. Our Naval Force penetrated to within 15 miles of the Karachi 
harbour. Their bombardment has inflicted severe damage on the harbour 
installation and oil storage tanks. In the Bay of Bengal, the Indian Navy 
was able to sink one Pakistani submarine. The Eastern fleet is now 
operating off the Pak occupied coast in Bangladesh. 

The three services are working on a highly integrated joint plan of 
operations. The efficiency with which these plans have been executed 
and the mutual support which one arm has provided to the other have 
been gratifying. 

About the U.N, I have to inform the House that a safe conduct was 
given to a U.N. Aircraft C-130 from 8 a.m. to 10 a.m. on December 6th. 
This could not be utilized by the U.N. At the request of the U.N. 





Representative in New Delhi, a safe conduct for U.N. aircraft was given 
for December 7th effective from 7 a.m. to 11 a.m. (1ST). There have 
been no operations over the Dacca area since 10 p.m. last night. 

It has been reported from Dacca that a U.N. aircraft has been 
damaged over the Dacca airfield. The Air Headquarters have confirmed 
that no Indian aircraft have been operating in that area up to this time. 
The U.N. have been advised to investigate in Dacca with regard to the 
damage reported to have been inflicted on that aircraft. 

I would like, on behalf of the Members, to communicate to the 
Armed Forces the appreciation of the House for the valiant way in which 
they are defending Ae country and defeating the enemy. 

13.20 hrs 

The Lok Sabha then adjourned till Ten of the Clock on Wednesday, 
Decembers, 1971/ Agrahoyana 17, 1893 (Saka). 
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The Lok Sabha met at Ten of the Clock. 

[Mr.Spe4I^r in the Chair] 

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU (Diamond Harbour) : Sir, I have given 
notice of an adioumment motion on the threat posed to India by the 
reported arrival of the US Seventh fleet. 

RE : MOVEMENT OF THE US SEVENTH FLEET INTO THE 
INDIAN OCEAN 

MR. SPEAKER ; He is a parliamentarian. An adjournment motion is 
on a subject which is within the cognisance and control of the 
Government. Are the Government cognisant of this ? 

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: It is not a motion for censure. 

MR. SPEAKER: Please sit down. 

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU ; Government could make a statement. I 
have given notice of a Calling Attention also. 

MR. SPEAKER : I will look into that. 

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU : Now that you have given a little time, 
let me make my submission. This is not with the object of censuring the 
Government. But we want the House to adjourn to take up the discussion 
on this issue which is very important. 

MR. SI^AKER : Please do not give a new deflnition to adjournment 
motion. 

SHRI S. A. SHAMIM (Srinagar) : Adjournment motion is not 
necessarily a censure motion. I am only clarifying. 

MR. SPEAKER : Do not give a new definition to adjournment 
motion. 

SHRI H. N. MUKHERJEE (Calcutta, North-East) : Sir, I want with 
your permission to refer to this report about the movement of the 
Seventh Fleet of the United States into the Indian Ocean and also the 
report that a United States spokesman has not contradicted the report 
but, on the contrary, has said that contingent arrangements are being 
made by the United States fleet in order to secure the evacuation of US 
personnel in Dacca. Now, this is a new war-like variety of the gunboat 
diplomacy of the old days, this application of blackmail and pressure on 







India, and this is something which goes against the grain and India 
cannot possible support it. So, what I wish to request the Government 
through you. Sir, is that government comes forward without delay to tell 
the country about the situation and to secure from Parliament, which is 
assembled here as the representative of the nation, a fortification of its 
position that no threats will cow it down. The United States which has 
been, whipped like a cur in Vietnam and is now crawling befcH^ China, is 
trying to intimidate us, and if we take it lying down it would be terrible. 
1 do not say that government is going to take it lying down; I do have 
better expectations of my country. That is why I wish the government to 
come and tell this Parliament, take the country into its confidence about 
what measures it is going to take in order to answer this challenge which 
has been thrown up by the United States in the most insolent and 
arrogant manner. 

SHRIJYOTIRMOY BOSU ; Sir, this is a mischievous and designing 
move adopted by President Nixon of USA in that he has ordered the 
nuclear powered aircraft carrier Enterprise to sail to the Strait of Malacca 
of Singapore to await final instructions to proceed to Bay of Bengal 
under the pretext of rescuing of U.S. citizens in Dacca. It is not only the 
nuclear powered aircraft carrier Enterprise but it also includes a task 
force of several amphibious ships and destroyers which actually left 
Saigon waters on Friday and which are heading full steam towards its 
destination. Enterprise is a 99,000 tonnes vessel excluding its escorts and 
is the largest aircraft carrier in the USA and the only nuclear powered 
one. She carries 100 fighter bombers, reconnaisance aircrafts, fighters 
and helicopters. It is a part of the US 7th fleet. It is a very serious matter 
and positive threat to India's security. Therefore, the matter needs to 
discussed on the floor of the House. 

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE (Kanpur): Sir, I do not want to add much to 
what Prof. H. N. Mukerjee has said. I would like to mention here that 
this is a now move by the American imperialists to help Pakistani forces 
who are surrendering every day. An announcement was made by the 
Pakistan Radio, specially by the Lahore Radio, yesterday morning, 
giving a message to their soldiers, to their officers, in Bangladesh that 
the American Government has promised to move their 7th fleet in 
support of their fight against the Indian soldiers. So, this is a new move, 
a very sinister plan, by the American imperialists and this is a war- 
threatening move against India. 

I know our Prime Minister and the Government of India will not be 
cowed down by this. Even if they dare to touch our land with the 7th 
fleet, they are going to meet the same fate as they met in North Korea 
and Vietnam. 1 know this is going to be the Waterloo of the American 





imperialists in India if they want to attack us. We know barking dogs 
seldom bite. But let us see that the dog does not bark any more. We are 
prepared to fight for our sacred soil. 

MR. SPEAKER: Now, papers to be laid. 

STATEMENT RE ; LATEST POSITION WITH REGARD TO 
PAKISTANI AGGRESSION ON INDIA 

THE MINISTER DEFENCE (SHRI JAGJIVAN RAM) ; Mr. Deputy 
Speaker, Sir this is the eleventh day of the war forced on us by Pakistan. 
The enemy has failed almost completely to achieve the aim of his pre¬ 
emptive attack. In the process, Pakistani forces have suffered grtievous 
losses which can be made good only by large scale inductions from 
foreign sources. 

I shall attempt to give you a broad picture of the fighting on various 
fronts. 

In the Kargil and Tithwal sector, a number of posts have been 
captured As a result, it has been possible to ensure that the enemy does 
not dominate our road corrununications in this area. 

In the Uri, Poonch, Rajauri and Naushera sectors, attemps on the part 
of the enemy to infiltrate behind our lines or to break through our 
defences have been frustrated and the pressure from the Pakistani forces 
across the cease-fire line has dwindled. A number of raids were carried 
out on enemy posts, some of which were captured. Our tactical position 
is now much better and superior. 

The House is aware of the development in the Chhamb sector. The 
enemy at one stage pushed forward to the eastern bank of Munnawar 
Tawi. The enemy was forced out of the eastern bank. The enemy is, 
however, still present on the west of Munnawar Tawi. His repeated 
attempts to penetrate our defences on the east bank have been foiled. 
Our forces are now well entrenched on the east bank of the river and are 
able to mount patrols on its west bank. In the Samba-Pathankot sector, 
our probing movements have substantially improved our tactical position 
and our vital road communictions in the rear are now more secure. 

In the Punjab sector, the enemy made repeated attempts to secure 
lodgements on our territory. In the result, each side has occupied the 
other side's enclaves on either side of the Ravi. Our defensive position is 
consequently much stronger. For the last few days, there has, however, 
been a full in this sector. 

The hon. members are aware of the determined attack that had been 
made by the enemy to penetrate the Ramgarh area of the Jaisalmer sector 
in strength. This attempt has been finally frustrated with heavy losses to 
the enemy. The enemy has been forced out of our territory and we have 





now advanced a few miles into his territory. Further south in the Banner 
sector, the battle for Naya Chor is now raging. The enemy has reinforced 
his positions and is giving a stiff fight. I can inform the house that the 
inunediate threat to the Rajasthan border has been eliminated. 

In the Kutch sector, our forces have captured the important town of 
Virawah and are in occuption of the Nagarparkar area. Our forces now 
command nearly a thousand square kilometres of the province of Sind. 
Arrangements have been made to take care of civil affairs in the 
occupied area. 

Now, I come to the eastern front. The hon. members are aware that 
our forces in Concert with the Mukti Bahini have succeeded in liberating 
large areas of Bangladesh. The major towns of Noakhali, Laksham, 
Chandpur, Feni, Comilla, Gaibandha, Sylhet, Mymensingh, Jamalpur, 
Kushtia, Jessore and Hilli have fallen before the combined attack of the 
two forces. Some of the Pakistani garrisons are now preferring to 
surrender. 

In its hasty retreat, the enemy is trying to delay our advance by 
destroying bridges and damaging riverside installations. The Mukti 
Bahini and the freedom fighters have been helping our forces to ford 
rivers and to ferry our troops across. We have used helicopters to land 
our troops behind enemy lines. Airborne paratroopers have already been 
dropped in the area north of Dacca and they have linked up with the 
Mukti Bahini and our ground forces. 

Our forces are now closing in around Dacca from different 
directions. Parts of Dacca are within the range of our artillery. Since the 
two messages previously sent by our Chief of the Army Staff to 
Pakistani forces elicited no response, he addressed a third message 
yesterday to General Rao Farman Ali or any other officer who may be 
commanding the Dacca Garrison. He has referred in it to "the duty of all 
concerned to prevent the useless shedding of innocent blood". He has 
appealed to the Commander of the occupying forces to co-operate with 
him in ensuring that his humane responsibility is fully discharged by all 
concerned. He has urged that in case the Dacca Garrison, decides to 
continue to offer resistance, all civilians and foreign nationals should be 
removed to a safe distance from the area of conflict I do trust that at 
least at this late stage General Manckshaw's advice will be heeded and 
wiser counsels will prevail in Dacca. 

We have been deeply aware of our responsibility to the civilian 
population in the area of conflict. It has been agreed with the 
Government of Bangladesh that protection should be provided against 
mob violence or any kind of maltreatment to the entire civilian 



population, including those who hail from outside Bangladesh. 

We have gone out of our way to make it possible for stranded foreign 
nationals to be evacuated from Karachi, Islamabad and Dacca. Our Air 
Force has refrained, during periods notified in advance, from striking at 
the air-fields near these towns to facilitate such evacuation. Similarly, the 
Indian Navy was able to re-arrange its operations so as to allow time for 
neutral ships to leave the Pakistani and Pakoccupied harbours. The 
United Nations and a number of foreign governments have expressed 
their appreciation for the exceptional efforts made by our Defence 
Services in this direction. The enemy is, however, known to have abused 
the temporary suspension of our air and naval operations to land on his 
airfields war materials from abroad and to mine the waters around his 
harbours. 

The Pakistan Air Force mounted preemptive attacks on our airfield 
in an attempt to destroy aircraft on the ground and render our 
installations and runways unserviceable. The House will be gratified to 
hear that they succeeded in destroying only one aircraft on the ground 
and all our airfields have, with the exception of short periods, remained 
operational throughout. On the other hand, one retaliatory attacks have 
inflicted substantial damage of Pakistani signal units, runways and other 
installations. In consequences, daylight attackes by the enemy are now 
few and far between. At night, however, enemy activity continues, 
though at a diminished level. The Pak Air Force has been providing 
valuable support to Pakistani ground operations in some areas. The 
Indian Air Force has been concentrating on dislocating the logistics of 
the Pakistani forces and breaking up their armoured formations and 
troop concentrations. 

The operations of our Air Force have been of very material help to 
our land forces in effecting a rapid advance in Bangladesh and in 
frustrating Pakistani design on our Western borders. 

Recently Pakistani bombing has become more haphazard and less 
accurate. It is possible that they are now deliberately attacking some 
civilian targets. Three days ago some villages near Jullundur were 
bombed with the result that civilian population suffered as many 100 
casualties. A civil hospital in Jaurian was also attacked. Some civilian 
areas in Srinagar received Pakistan Air Force attention. Our Air Force 
has, however, continued to hit only on military targets and avorid civil 
areas. The House is by now aware of the truth in regard to the attack by 
a Pakistani aircraft on the orphanage at Dacca and blaming us for the 
destruction of that orphanage. 

The House is aware of the daring operations mounted by the India 



Navy which succeeded in penetrating the defences of Karachi harbour 
and bombarding the Pakistani Naval installations from Gwadar to 
Karachi. In consequence, a part of the Pakistani fleet has been deatroyed, 
the maritime connection between West Pakistan and Bangladesh has 
been severed, and supplies by sea to Karachi and to Pak-occupied ports 
in Bangladesh have been prevented. In addition, the Nevy has been able 
to enforce the contraband control with discretion and flexibility. A 
number of Pakistani ships and a fair amount of Pakistani cargo have 
been impounded. The difficulties initially experienced by some neutral 
shipping lines with our contraband control have been resolved to their 
satisfaction. Neutral ships have been provided with adequate opportunity 
to move away from the area of conflict. 

The Pakistani Navy has failed to interfere with our merchant ships 
Our ports are in full working order. In all these naval operations, we 
have lost only one small frigate. 

The House is naturally anxious to have full details of the casualties 
suffered by us in the severe fighting which has taken place over the last 
ten days. 1 have had all the information available till 6 P.M. yesterday 
tabulated. The Indian Army suffered the following casualties 
Killed .. 1,978 

Wounded 5,025 

Missing .. .. 1,662 

The Pakistani casualties are much higher. I do not, obviously, have 
accurate figures. I know, however, that so far 4,102 officers and men 
from Pakistani regular forces and 4,066 officers and men from their 
para-military forces are under our custody. 

We have accounted for as many as 175 Pakistani tanks of far : this 
includes 18 numbers captured by us in running order. Our total losses in 
tanks amount to only 61. 

Nine Pilots and 3 Ncvigators of the Indian Air Force are known to 
have lost their lives, 36 Pilots and 3 Navigators are missing. We have 
lost 41 planes, including one naval aircrafts. 

We do not have figures of the losses of Pakistani pilots and 
navigators. The Pakistan Air Force is, however, known to have lost as 
many as 83 aircraft. 

The Pak Navy has suffered grievous losses which include 2 
Destroyers, 2 Minesweepers, 2 Submarines, 16 Gun, Boats and 12 
miscellaneous craft. The number of officers and men lost by the Pak 
Navy is not known to us. 

The House knows that we lost only one frigate in our extensive 



Naval operations. 18 officers and 173 sailors are still missing from INS 
KHUKRI. 6 officers and 91 sailors have been rescued. 

The Hosue will, I am sure, wish me to convey its deepest sympathies 
to the next of kin of the gallant officers and men who have lost their lives 
in defending our motherland. 

The House will also wish to join me in expressing our gratitude to 
the Defence Services for their magnificant performance in ensuring that 
the major part of fighting takes place on the enemy soil, that he is kept at 
a safe distance from our western borders and that a very substantial 
damage is inflicted in the process on his forces and sophisticated 
equipment. 

A special word of praise is due to the Mukti Bahini of the 
Government of Bangladesh. Their regular forces are fighting shoulder to 
shoulder with our Army. The dedication, keenness, energy and initiative 
of freedom fighters have been largely responsible for creating conditions 
which have compelled the occupying forces to vacate the areas occupied 
by them. It is our hope that through the joint operation of Bangladesh 
and the Indian Forces the process of liberating Bangladesh will soon be 
completed. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER : The House stand adjourned to meet again 
tomorrow at 10 a.m. 

STATEMENT RE: UNCONDITIONAL SURRENDER OF WEST 
PAKISTAN FORCES IN BANGLADESH 

THE PRIME MINISTER, MINISTER OF ATOMIC ENERGY, 
MINISTER OF ELECTRONICS, MINISTER OF HOME AFFAIRS AND 
MINISTER OF INFORMATION AND BROADCASTING (SHRIMATI 
INDIRA GANDHI) : Mr. Speaker, if I have an announcement to make, 
which I think the House has been waiting for sometime. The West 
Pakistan forces have unconditionally surrendered in Bangladesh. The 
instrument of surrender was signed in Dacca at 16.31 hours I.S.T. today 
by Lt. Gen. A. A. K. Niazi on behalf of the Pakistan Eastern Command, 
Lt. Gen. Jagjit Singh Aurora GOC-in-C of the Indian and Bangladesh 
forces in the Eastern Theatre accepted the surrender, Dacca is now the 
free capital of a free country. 

This House and the entire nation rejoice to this historic event. We 
hail the people of Bangladesh in their hour of triumph. We hail the brave 
young men and boys of the Mukti Bahini for their valour and dedication. 
We are proud of our own Army, Navy, Air Force and the Border Security 
Force, who have so magnificently demonstrated their quality and 
capacity. Their discipline and devotion to duty are well known. India 





will remember with gratitude the sacrifices of those who have laid down 
their lives and our thoughts are with their families. 

Our Armed Forces are under strict orders to treat Pakistani prisoners 
of war in accordance with the Geneva Convention and to deal with all 
sections of the population of Bangladesh in a humane manner. The 
Commanders of the Mukti Bahini have issued similar orders to their 
forces. Although the Government of Bangladesh have not yet been given 
an opportunity to sign the Geneva Convention, they also have declared 
that they will fully abide by it. It will be the responsibility of the 
Government of Bangladesh, the Mukti Bahini and the India Armed 
Forces to prevent any reprisals. 

Our objectives were limited—to assist the gallant people of 
Bangladesh and their Mukti Bahini to liberate their country from a reign 
of terror and to resist aggression on our own land. Indian Armed Forces 
will not remain in Bangladesh any longer then is necessary. 

The millions who were driven our of their homes across our borders 
have already begun trekking back. The rehabilitation of this war-torn 
land calls for dedicated team work by its Government and people. 

We hope and trust that the Father of this new nation. Sheikh Mujibur 
Rahman, will take his rightful place among his own people and lead 
Bangladesh to peace, progress and prosperity. The time has come when 
they can together look forward to a meaningful future in their Shonar 
Bangla. They have our good wishes. 

The triumph is not theirs alone. All nations who value the human 
spirit, will recognise it as a significant milestone in man's quest for 
liberty. 

SEVERAL HON. MEMBERS ; Indira Gandhi Zindabad. 

SHRl SAMAR GUHA (Contai); The name of the Prime Minister will 
go down in history as the golden sword of liberation of Bangladesh. 







^5R^?t Wtr«!t®R, W-lr^, 

^’t, w, ^V'!s, 

'Si<f, OO^, 88^, 8bro, 

8Vi, <ti(t, 'b'iXt, <\br'b, Irbr'Jj, 

<50 

^I'BflM t^‘ C5^, \Doo, 'Si(^, Hlrb 

'5n®'Q?n^, *11*1 c^, <^*10 

^srtJPTtft, ^8 
vsim r i t, \ros 
^srrr?^, w?Rt*i (^s), 

^<5<5, Oo«l-io, OO^, «'®<5-8 o 

1^, 

^l1^, 0^8-'^(t 

*£R, f^, i'b, O'be 
^5n?R ^’t, 8'3«l 

^5||8TSI, (?o^ 

^ i *i*i i vt< rCT, 'sjM'xfn ^ic*i5pT, 

'a||*1l®«^, ^if^, 81ro 

Tsn# 'sii^sn^f, <^^^ 

^ (3^, 

^SIPTN «fiwf^ <^<^<^- 

(^^J 

^ t ^g y, 1!»l<8t^f*iR, 80^, 8e^, VWj, 
^88 


'o(|^C»1'l, "^WriPR (^^IJl’T^), 8lro, 

^5ip^, csiiTO, m 

^ sm ^, >lW33lf^, ^\r<t 

t 

^TSt, '^'JJ(^ 
f^, f>inJC'SR'J1 

^ i£lf^mH <511® ^rtiP^R 
Rw*RR, 0^15 

0^8 

tf%^ (Rl^?sjt®T <ilW(f>IW“R, 'S'bJ5 
tl?n-(R*nR ^ brbr-brJ5 

^RVlt*1, 'SR!^, 
tR*lR, R^SR*R, Irbr^ 

^RRs, C^, <^, '!>b'<5 

%TO, ‘1br<f-br‘1, ‘1J5J5, IrOO, 
broi, brlr}5 

^t»PR, 8<?i 
^ Rl^, '5'5 j6, 8o(t 
^ '5‘1o 

<£) 

iR, *flR, f^, 
i£PT, 15j, 

(^5R[€hl), ^S(?-‘1'i>, 

«o8-tf, 0^8-^(?, 'OOi, 
88o, 88^, broo 





^ssipT ^ 

^\r(t 

?s*^, 8JftO, <2-^8, <tbV 
<toV 

?RI, 

?S5T, 1^, «£PT, 

^WlVit Cnfif Jlf^ 

^>(*14 1 ^ I Ri i RHji» i ii 

8b'8 

(OSRHSl®!), (^o^^-<^ 

^ (Rist^ ^), 'tXtS 
?TOI, emu 8^^ 

?smm, 

RsTO, 

R'Rrsfi?, *\h<\ 

C®t®ft, <^0'^ 

Vr(t, ^\rb 
^«»3(.>)»1*1, 

■^'t, vfR, 'b'b 
^<i3(.»iH*i, i^, C^, 8^5^ 

C^r*tf, br8<^-8^ 

Rf, 1^, <f8i 

(3n«Rl, 0^8, 

^9(^(» 

CTOPS, <t^h 

?sji»R#i (m '8?iT#f^®R?R, 

Rjp^ cscmai^ B(t^ 

’<11^*1^15, 'OJ^O 

8, eJ>-^o, io^, ^oo, 
^‘^J&-bro, ^br^, ^J»o, 


'3o(t-'b, '^io-i(^, vS^o-^i, >s^8- 
^V, v2»Oo, \5C8, '©(K?, M>Clr, 

'©*io, van's, 'sn8, 'sn<t, 
vsnn, vDVJft, 8vDo, 8«^, 8(?VD, 
8(^8, 8Vo, 8Vbr, 8i&i, <^ 0 '^^, 
(tbb, (?8i-8^, (^^Ji>, 
no'b, nvd^, nj^n, voo-^, \ro<t- 
i^n, ioV(? 

’*n^, ^sit^^no'^, \rh(t 

’«fH, ^Vb- 

^tH ’^TR, '^brV 

nir<? 

(RRm ^b-lr, 

boVC 

nw 

n 

WfRtm, ayrb-’&o 
vs^^ 

’t'nsitsRs ^ c^isiwnn, 'sn8 
«Tt^ 'SlfSt'® 

’tl^, ^5R®T, 8'Si 

^ir-vsi, 

vse, vsn-vsbr, (W, <f^-cn, '!j(?, nn- 

nj6, brtf-br^, J^VD, ioVift, 

i^8, i^jft-nvs, ^^8-^^, 
ib'8-b'e, ivvij-vn, ivv-j^n, ^oo, 

^o>-vS, H,o8-i», ^Sfto, 

'SO'b, vS^lr-^ift, vSvS^J, vDvSJfr, vDCbr, 

vsn^-nn, 8vs^, 8 (m, 8J»8, (t<t^, 
<^n^-n'D, 'bO'Jj-n, 'bolr-J^, '^vsir, 
nb^, b'brvS-fe'b, io'bC-'bbr, ioH'S- 
n8, ^on(f-i&^, ^ojK^-ii^vs 
«ft#t, CSIRSTSR (5RR[t), ^J>n, 

Voo, >ob'(f 





9frlt OJftO, 

(bS(t 

1^, 1%, 

'©«, 1^, 'm, 8^!>^ 

'©«, 

'©«, ?f8r$, '58 ^ 

'0^, '2*Rt®T, 'S'S8-'5<^ 

'0^, '5(fi 

'0^, ^Tsni, 8oo, 880-88, 8J9i-Jft^, 

cftOO, 

(?tt*n®R, 

c^rnsr, %, 

(?tt<r ^i&lr 

cnr^, f^, 8V8 
cntn^, nm, ^(ts 
cnmft, f^, (to^ 

etl?w«, ioi8 
c«rm, c^^c-it«, w 

C5rt?, ^l5T«W»t, 'OHo 
cm, '5'S8 

CTT^, ’TO, 

c^, 

c^, '5'58, ovse, 

^(hs, 0*^0 

(m, '5(?8 

CTW®T, 'a(«R'n, 'i>(th 
WW®f, ^prf8f^, >5*^8 

'S 

bORff, ^WSHN, '5<W, nSHo 
'S'58 

bUF^, ’TO»T, '0<\8 
'SH8, 

bdT*ft*mir, 008 


^*rT«im, (Mm, o(^5 
^’fTTO,oiH 
btnart, viw, t^r, 8o^, 80 ^- 00 , sbro, 

SFT’f, ioo^ 

Cb#>T m, 8V8 

88 V80, <^iO, VO^^-(^^ 
Cb 

Cl^^ laif^, 

C^#, 00 ^ 

o^(^ 

c^^, ^ (ftsrit), 008 

■|5FR, '<3?rl^, f^, i'b, i00-0<^, ‘\brO 

bjfSM, irfar®, Ob- 

bJlW, ?m, OOi, 0(fJ6 

^ Wt ^ftft, ooo, oi(J, <t^<t, (t\rb, 

'b'Ob 

^ 0<Ji, 0(J-8 

^ CTOtim, 0(^i 
^t3I ?PF, (to^ 

o(?8-e(? 

iftos ^»iw, e>8-^^ 

ojtoilT^ *nflf (^*f-TOT^), 

8^0 

8^0 

WTO, WT^, 8^0 
fW^ CSlUWWl^lt, 

CWt^, W»l^ KtO, io08-Otf 
(W7#*fm 8o<^ 





1? 

^ 808, soe, 

80*^, 8'JjJ>, <KW 
C5TC^, -51^, (MO 
oiO 

Jj l W f^, ^5rfC®t%fT, (MO 

'SOO, 0(l-(?, 8Jft8 

(^^tsrlt), ovv 

om, liw, 08 i 
%, ifR, C^, iO 
lO-vfPl-'Q, 00(2’ 

COWnSFf^ C^lfTl^R, 0^8 

\5T“3ps^, 

^$11:^ OOJft 

^tc^, "SIO^ CSlKr*lW, (2i8 
CW, '51^^, 8bro 

Voo, Vobr 

l3i<^, oo<^ 

Vf^, orf^, 0«\o 
if3, 'SWR, 0(M 

liR, 008 
^p?PB, 0<2Sft 

Wsft, 1^, C^, 800 

C®!J#, 0*\o 

vfpW, <1igt®n®I, 800 

’*nt%, '^0^ 


Vfm, ^srf^RZR, 0(28 
wum (^8). 8br8 
TiPT, 0(28 

TfpT, 5^5T^, 0(28 
WPT, QlRdVil, 0(28 

«\br8, <^brO, bri^, bMC, 

b'(2o-(2i, br0>-0^ 

%%R, 0(28 

B>T, 0(2(2 

^tm, ■=5f^, 0(28 

fvf^ ( 20 V 80 , 

(280, (288-(2i 
^'asM, 80(2 
C®f, (h4*1 0(28 

(7f, 0(28 

(?f, f^, 0(M, 0«\o 

8, 0*^8, OVO, 
Olr8, OW-brO, 88‘\, 

■^tf^ oipr*RTWB, 0, ib, i<2, 
c^(2, (2fe, Jfto, iibr, ^(2J>, ^00, 
OiJ5, 008, OOO, 08i, 0(2V, 
OOO, Ob-br, OJftJft, 800, 80^, 
8O0-O«l, 8J6i, <2oO, (2M 

Wrt^, 0(2, O*^, 0(2, 88(2, 

8<\(2, (MO 

O, br, (2br, io(2, iiio, 
i\r(2, ^O^, 0>J&, OObr-0<6, 0(2i- 
(2^, 0(28-(2‘\, OOO, OObr, 0<\o, 
OHO, OH8-H(2, OVlft-ho, 88o, 
88V, 8(M, 8(2(2, (2o^, (2(2^ 
C%^WR, ^8, ^0, (20-<28, 
(20, SftO, i^O, ^o>, (2(2H 

'ty^ %1^, 00 , 00 , ov, 

08^, 080, 08e-8H, OVo, 80V, 
880, 808, 8HV*l«, 8VV, (2oO, 
(2oH, ( 200 - 08 , (20^, ( 280 - 88 , 
<28 H, <2(20, <2e<2 



^ m (cmm% 
c^^, <\ve 


«f 

t®, t^, <t(t^ 

*n^, 'SSfttft, 8H'!> 

C^C'O, C®f, t^, C&(f i 

(?sf^), (N)8 

■^’ftsj^rtw, 'sxta 

msfm, 8oo, 8<f% 8(t^- 
<^^, 8(?(?, 8'Ja‘^-'J}lr, 8«tO-<^8, 
8‘lV‘^Jft, 81rbr.bri6, 8J9i, 8h'0- 
h(t, <^8i-8^, (t^\r-<\8, 

<^^8, iov58 
iKIvsl, ^5|^, 

l^ts, '5'5'!>, vDObr, 

i^(^, ;^:tv, io^^(^ 
t^raR, ^o^vse, 'So'b, io^^i-'a'^ 

'Sll^ 'ObCt 
fH-(lbW<S 88i 

%?lt, 'Sfbb 
C*T-^B^, 'ijfisb 

(.HIcr^j*, W'OTTC<^ *11*1, >obr(2' 

*f 

((?itf%c?r5), w 

*r^, c^, % vD«i, h<t% 

'S/bd 

t>*t^ Tff^, 


'sn1¥^ ^ «tr5, 

'i>^^-8i, ^8 VW>, 

^IWT fin?, db-bo 

'ally's, 80^ 

•ttOt, ^’Rm, ^*^8 
*rtw, ?T*i (ft'SH-'Sbr 

f^-tflPT-^, ^obd 
f^, (iR, ‘iPT, f^, i'b 

(<5?ppmt). ^*1 ^ 

Bod 

^Irbr-Veft 

^ *nft», <^oH 

^ Tl^m ’TllV (^1¥^- 

C*i1hIh%), 8b'0-b-i 
^ 8b'o 

C’Rf, 1%, »iR, ^<^^^ 

VWl?n^ ?R5, NS^^H-^br, '©(^(^, >0^ 

«n^#fsp iciai cTOsm, vs‘18 
^nt, <.m'<m, 8168 

^Ut, (Stsrit), Bod 

ft, i^Hift-bro, 

(3ft^), b^b, bbfy 
?7*n’n«nR, do*\ 

^*n*0R, ^, b\r\r 

^*n*im, ft*w, 'sns 

^*n*(mi, ftc*i3 'SHo 

^sWnOT, bbB, bdb, 
b*\o, <to^ 

^<it«im, ’TO, bdb 





??t, 8lr8 
C’1M!*1, vD'!)'^ 
t^, i'8 

^Irb, 8o% '0^8, v3i% vDiJft, 

^'b, '8«i, '5<^V'bo 
Hf^'-tMSF, ^i'b, 0 * 10 , 8oo 
'^bb'-bcft 

f^, C^, 008 

OJft 

'5<^8 

^'^iW<l(, 0<hD 

lJWI*8t, ^'b^, 01x8, 00<^, OHo 
^lil4, f^, 008 
%!T 0<?8 

^,^ 512111 , ObrV __ 

^5?T( WrSt^ ^f«T (OM'I)?!), 0<2-(f 

8b'i 

Trsrau oj5j>- 

8oo 

'^IrO-brlr, ^<60 

6(t<t 

(<?JtW), 'SXNj, 

(^^b 

((?^), ovb- 

0*^0-*^i 

^1^, tiPT, 80i 

sNcHD, R^IH, iO, JftOo, 

JKfJft, S>^'b-^v, Jftbr^, boO(t-0'b, 
^oO*i, ioObr-OS», io'bi-'b^, 
ioOJ», io<li, io*«^-Vo, 

^Hl'Sr, ^HH, 0(^C 

<to\ 


•TC?f3^ bribbr, brjfci 

Rww, ^5(W<, oJftO-Jfc'b 
oo^ 

R?r% ^ ^<t 

^?5spf, ^<^ 

\r(t-\rb 

<^9b 

fN WbfWl^, 88<^ 

R^tm, ^ivtniR^, ^jftb-oo*i 
RpUPT, 'alh'*»(.^kl, 00<fc-8o 
Rtm, o*^© 

Rpjfm, '5W ’TO, ^‘^o-*i8 
R’^m, doiK 
R^, ^!iTO» 

Rtm, 8oo 

008-o<f, 

Ofl-'^-<fO, ob^, o*io-*ii, o*\o, 
0‘^(?-*^‘l, 0*><&-8oo, 80^-808 
8i8-^I>, 80b, 88 <t, (t*\<t-^o<t 
PPfSI •PRP^rt, Obrbr 

c<Rit, ^^Rs^g, O'^jft-oo 
R*1*l, &l*f'^, Iro^ 

8oe 

(RRf ^I’SRflsra ^fR^, 8oe-b 
TOt#, ‘flPf, 008 

^mr^, ^T:?t«i, ^bb, ^bj>, -^*i(?, 
^bri-br<^, '^bb, Ooo, 00b, 00^ 
gl%, Wl CBJtCTO), 8<?i 

^5^, 8 *\(t 

0|M»T^ (®8), ^b^ 
cwj#, o<fjfr 
R^Rt, 008-0<^ 

^im<, (?m, o<Hfc 





%lft (^8), 

0*^8 

^T51<, Y^, 88(t 
'©I'xl'i), I^pj5l ^*t, V9^br'-^!ft 
^StGtft, *lbri-ly>b 

«(inters ^^Bf^?iw^ «\'s- 

'srf^rOT^, ^^(^- 

^o8 

WTs-Ymrs W 

^51^, oe8-ce, 

\ 5 t?J^ W»t^ V!)^ 

^nrStii ^o(^^9 

WVbiW-H, '©^ 
^v^vb-, <^i8-i<^ 

OTt^, ^5it^ ’^fH, 81x0 

*lbr(? 

^Xi^Jt, ^«lf^4N ^V'Js, 0^*^, 
>5‘\<J, <t8\, ‘^W-lrb 

O^tl^, fi% 800 

Wf1^, J»lr8 
^rBrfSR-^-^rm'«3?rn5, 8^^ 

fm, 0*^8 

?Il5Pt ^ (T58), 'Oi»h 
>if^5im (GUI cBRm), osi 
'SPWt, CTS, 

(!XIC?W), 

'srawT, t’iiR'n -^J>br-i>Jb 
’*1^, «(xn*t, 'D^o 
‘^, 8J»8 

'*n5J%JI, ^ (^8), ^otf-'b, V^O-^S, 
Ir'M^-vWi, tr>Sbr, VH8 


(?m^, vsjfto 
<Rl"l, ObrJ^ 

TH's-c^r-^^ 

'STt'S^, 8bro, 81r'^ 

«W, 

■Sn^, 

^?»nw»r ’Ti^, 

<^o^^-io 

'srt®n:?Jt, %5, <t8b-8^ 

^l4, ^br<f, vSi'b 
■SltftJ^ io\r<^ 

J>8b' 

f^, <iPT, t^, ' 0 O 8 
f^3I, ^1^, '5<^S 
1^, GSICT^, '5<\o 

^<tQ, ' 5 ‘^o 

f^, 0*10, 'OJ&Jft 

f^, »iPr, i£R, 

1 ?I 3 !t, IlWHHfH, 

( 3 §^), Obrbr 

'508 

^gf%f ’RJXRP '50br-'i9J> 

^pn#f, I^W^, ^ 00 , 

Y(^ 800 

'508, 004>-0<t, OOlr, OOJ&- 
8o, 0(J% '50V 

Y^y ^y 

toR, oi>o 

«I*R Y^y 
^pffif, ^^*R, <h50 





f^w4i*r**t, 'o>o8, 0*^0, 

'5c*n*itTO, ’tiWfipft't, 

w^, 

IIWdjHW, vSHo 
'ajk'hiHl, (t^'O 
0^0 

■iji>iiM«r, 

^[^f»rsr ^’t (<TriWH), ^brbr, 

(' 6 |<l\S)i|), i(?, ^}>br- 

0^8-^br, 8J>i, ‘^bre 
CSI5R, ^I1C>^ 8V0 

csn5^, 

(.^^'il, "SJ^, (t<t^ 

^srcaift vDCho, 800 

Tim, STO, ‘1‘1'S, ‘^br8 

Tim, «R|vf, iooi 

Tim, -“ntsmt*!, vvi 
^ ^QSEpT, '5<f8, '0^8-'Jj<t 

'^brbr, ^i>0, 

TT 

(f^’^t^), Oib-yjft, ^^(^8, 
0<\8, <Ji8 

( 9 ^), '»VV 

b-o-b-i, ^00, 
^br^, i^^O, ^Jfc^^-I^br, 
^oi8-i<^, 'S^'b, 'S'S^, vaos. 

'S<t8, ^(Hr, >S^>8, 8^J>, 8bro- 
Vi, ^O'b-br, ^8>, 

(tb^, bSiK-Sb, ‘\Ve-br‘^, H!>br, 
broi, brovs, b’0(^-^^, b'V'Jj-br^, 
brj^tf, iO>&br-(W, 


?I 1 ^ ■^Ra|»l, 

1 ^, «£R, ' 0 <Hj 

TIWIRI, 8'b8, 8«ie 

<hDo, ^b^s8-8o, b<t^-<t^, 
bb^-bb^ 'b‘l<»-lri 6 , ‘\\a‘l-v&b’, 
*^^8, ‘\}>‘I-Vo8, }ro% Vio-i^, 
V'^<^» br\rl>-br<\ 

mT^^ra vsj^-c^, j&o, 

(^!^br-‘^8, 'JjO(2r-'0‘^ 

?[t#t, Wm, '0i'0-i(2- 
?rt*rrf^ (^ntm*, mft 

TFlWm), '5160 
CTP, C^, 8<^b- 

m, io, <^b■, 'Jjb', iod’-'is, 

iiV, 8J6^, ^b% 

^b*{-b\r, ti»8>, Sftdcft-'bo 

?ftn, ^srgpfH^m, 'S’h© 

Titn, ^*fw, 'OdSft 
Tltn, Od8 
?t!I, ^VH, '!>^*\-^b' 

TTt?, b(th 

' 51 ^, ' 5^0 

TTln, ^Pldj, 'O‘\o 

Tim, 8o<t-b 
Tim, TTS^J^fT^ 0 (J^ 

Tim, ^nram, bUb 
Tim, '!>b’,N!>8b 

^Rpnn, NSdifc 

Tim, ^[^, bb(t 

Tim '?p«nt¥, 'ojI^'o, bb<t 

Tr®Ti c»imscmf (CTiw),od^ 

Timj, ^smn, d^s-^'b 
cn^, m^, b^ 

«i'wmi (7m, ^jbH, b<{^ 





<t<t^ 

(wsrr^), soo 
C®Tf^, 'Oi'b 

(?n%T (^8). '»-oo 

Wm, 'Q<t, ^<\-^\r, <tS, <^^^- 
'!jo, ^'b'D-'JsS, 'O'S'Jj- 

8vDbr-vSJ^, 88^, 8^8, 'bio- 

(?fWS, 8V8 

■*tT^, «£PT^ (£1^ iobr(t 
»(#, vDi'l 

•tl^BH^H, 'SR^, 8Vi 
’*tT^, <3, f^, M>08 
»fTfr, «Pim, 

'O'bo 

>l' 2 |^’IRra Ob-^ 

(^), (^i'!) 

%55RTii (^5(jf5f2f C®f5?m),8'S^ 

«SPt, iibr, brvSC-vSbr 

C*W %t?r, bro-bri 

#fR? ^ Tit%, (?o^-b- 
C-W (?i8 
(?^, 'SCJb 

’•limK, f^rsf igt^, io 

^ C%-‘&*l>ljH, iV8, Ct'b'O, 

8<\b, 8^0 

^ilPii, 'Oi'b, 'O'b^j 


'S'38-V5e, Obrbr 

jftob, iii'O 
^wrm (’i^), ^bo<^ 

^^RTsm, «i^ 

^5^, '!)(?8 

mm, ^C»fI^H, v!»<M,v5<\0 
'^, mm v!><tj 6 

7T< 

8lr8-br‘\ 

^RI^pW C*i%, 0*^0 
’TSfWff O^vD 
mm, m^, ^‘^br-bro 

•^HJM, 2fC^<^prf?I, 0«8 -nS<? 

^mn ?t??n m^jsc 

TTW*rPR, ^'b<b, Oo\5, 
f^, >b, «b(? 

t^r, f^, ^, ib, b^8, b^Jt-bo, bb<? 

Qst), ^<t 

% 1^, 'iR,‘\bbr 

88V8br 
^^1^, 8bS 

t’T^ ’f'fRl '**Rl*t, <^^^-bo, bb- 

b8, ^^Ir-bi, ^b^-bbr, ^bJ*-88, 
bHb-*^*^, 8C8, b^V8i, ‘liV-8i, 
b-oo, b’OS, Jftbr^ 

l^rss, m% irbj*, vj»o 
15f?s, »l?lsi«1l«1, bbb 
m%, 8b-8 

^fts, ’g^*n»T, b-io-ii 
f^rtS, bbb 

'il*!, 'iR, (^8), 8bb 





f5|WlRl 

iJMr-J>J», v58i, V^br-vDV, 

«r>^, br-J^, i'b, ^V-VD>, 
^'bV-'S'08, 

0‘\<f-‘\*^, Oi>Sb-8oo, 
8oVJft, 8'5o-'0O, 8'»'J9, 8'0Jft-88, 
8<hS-e8, 8'JjJ>-*\o, 8*^^, 8i&o-Jft^, 
(^o^, <t88-8V, <18^ 

<^o8, i»^(t- 

^oOo, 

^pn?r?, 'iPT, Olrbr 

^br^-<»0, 

J^'bfUbrg (cs^^syr#), vsoo, 88^, 

C5R, <?o\r 

‘iPT, 'iR, '5'S8 

(7R, «Pgffn53, 

OT!?, «rc^«n^, '©(M 


CT3?, «9lr-‘l8 

(?R, ?rfsr5, 

(?R, (^S), OVbr 

C’RWl, tiR, 1%, '58 i 
C>11«lJlM '6^11^ *111^ ('8i«'S)i|), 
8SS-\y'D 

(RWm.'SRPRWR, 

'«F^, W 

«8 

m ^iURttePR, va^ 

^t»RR, (^tt’fm, >5 no 
(W8), 8'5n 
8^8, 8Jft8, <\V(t 

cwi^, f^, m 



INDEX 


A 

300, 393, 539 
Abedin, Jalnal. 31 
Abidi, S.A.H. 401 
Abraham, Thomas. 88 
Achaiya, Blnasyak. 346 
Action Committee Bangladesh, 
531-32 

Adikary, Mamata, 428, 580 
Adltya, Sipra, 586, 600 
Advanl. L. K. 558, 675-77, 805 
Agartala Conspiracy Case, 417- 
30. 744. 925 
Agha Shahl, 18 
Ahad, All. 249 
Ahmad. Maqbool, 401 
Ahmad. Z. A, 627 
Ahmed. Fakhruddin All. 412, 
473-74, 1038-39 
Ahmed, Iqbal, 467-64 
Ahmed, Khandakar Mosh-taque, 
1097, 1101 

Ahmed, Maulvi Farid, 245 
Ahmed. Rais, 401 
Ahmed. Syed, 654 
Ahmed, Tajuddin, 248, 524, 
604, 682, 1016, 1101, 1103, 
1108 

Ahsan, All. 601 
Akbar (Mughal Emperor), 527 
Alauddin (Mr.), 604 
Ali. Amzad, 391 

All, Hossaln, 510, 551, 581, 
597, 599-600, 945 
Ali, Mahmud. 94 
Ali, Mansoor, 1101 
Ali, Mozaddar. 604 
All, Munir, 604 
All. Sondhl Sadio, 539 
All, Subld, 582 


All.Tarlq. 618-21, 631 
Ali, Yusuf. 1100 
Alkazi, E. 402 

All India Civil Liberties Council. 
386 

All India Congress Committee 
Session, 95-104 

All India Defence Employees 
Federation, 1092 
All India Maulana Azad Social 
Welfare Mission, 384 
All India Newspapers Em¬ 
ployees Federation 508 
All India Panchayat Parisad, 
496, 498 

All India Prohibition Council, 
496, 498 

All India Trade Union. 446 
Allem. Abdul, 401 
Alva, Joachim, 659, 805, 824 
American War of Indepen-dence, 
413-14 

Amin. Nurul, 241, 249, 254 
Ananda Marga, 383 
Anand, Mulk Raj, 404 
Anandan, V, 723 
Anlsuzzaman (Dr.), 582, 605 
Ansari, RooJ, 593 
Anthony, Frank, 411, 1081-83 
Anwarujjaman (Mr.), 600, 605 
Arnold, Alvin, F, 601 
Arora, Aijun, 651-53, 654, 657, 
665, 861 

Asaf-uz-Zaman (Prof), 581 
Ashraf, Mohammad, 247 
Assam Pradesh Congress (R) 
Committee, 555-56 
Association of Voluntary 
Agencies for Rural Develop¬ 
ment (AVARD), 496, 498 
Autonomy. 44, 47, 916-22 





Awami League, 4, 20, 39, 44, 
46. 53. 159, 184, 188, 211, 
236, 247-50, 394, 397, 419, 
447, 521, 526, 528, 560, 
612, 640, 788, 883, 916, 
962, 965-67, 1000, 1054, 
1095 

The Azad (Dacca). 254 
Azad, Bhagwat Jha, 991, 993-94 
Azad, Maulana Abdul Kalam, 
894 

B 

Bade. R. V, 983 
Baghdad Pacts, 251-52 
Bahadur Singh. 1. J, 36 
Baksh, Pir Elahi, 252 
Balasubramaniam, A. 470 
Balkert, V.S.B, 598 
Bandamaike (Mrs.), 551, 635 
Bandhyopadya, Tara Shankar. 
380, 385 

Bandyopadhyay. Kanika, 591 
Baneijee, Basanta, 586 
Baneijee, Bina, 586 
Baneijee, Neepa, 604 
Baneijee, Sibnath, 597 
Banerjee, Subodh, 267, 331, 
446 

Baneijee, Amitesh, 428, 580 
Baneijee, S. K. Ill 
Baneijee. Mukul, 1060-61 
Baneijee, S. M, 411, 904, 908, 
931, 955, 967-72, 980-81, 
988, 990-93, 995, 1018-21, 
1025, 1028, 1039, 1045-47, 
1050, 1052, 1054, 1057-58, 
1068-69, 1071-72, 1092, 
1118 

Bangladesh Aid Committee of 
Maharastra, 459-61 
Bangladesh Assistance 
Committee, 264 

Bangladesh Fact Finding 
Committee, 590 


Bangladesh Sikshak Samiti, 
582, 595-96, 600-1, 605 
Brar, Sardar Narindar Singh. 
830 

Barman, Bhumidhar, 556 
Barnes, William, 582 
Barua, Chitra, 586 
Basham, A. L, 592 
Basic Democracy, 417-19 
Basu, Anil, 427, 579, 586 
Basu, Chitta, 584, 614, 649, 
698, 703, 711-12, 719-22. 
773, 815-16, 830-31, 869-70 
Basu, Gopal, 331 
Basu, Jyotl, 267, 287, 470 
Basu, Jyotirmoy, 906-7, 948, 
949-50, 951, 985, 994, 1110, 
1117-18 

Basu. Sudhansu Kumar, 380 
Basumatari, Dharanidhar, 556 
Batelle, Andre, 406 
Bengal National League (Ahad 
Group), 249 
Bennathan, Esra, 585 
Berger, Morrore, 559-66 
Besterwitch, A. H., 330-31 
Bhadra, Swapan, 593 
Bhagawati, B. C, 555 
Bhandare, R. D, 903 
Bhandare, W. M, 586 
Bhandaiy, Sundar Singh, 705, 
712, 726-27, 738, 764-65, 
768-69, 782, 804-5 
Bhandaiy, B. R, 88 
Bharat-Bangladesh Friendship 
Society. 397-98 
Bharati, Haripada. 391 
Bharatiya Mazdoor Sangh, 391 
Bhashani, A. Hamid Khan. 642, 
917 

Bhattachaijee, Nirmal Chandro, 
380, 385 

Bhattachaiyya, Buddhadey, 602 





Bhattacharyya, Chapalakanta, 
585 

Bhattacharyya, Nirod Kum, 428, 
580 

Bhattacharyya, R. N, 599 
Bhattacharyya, Sourindranath, 
575, 581- 83, 588 
Bhattacharyya, Swaraj, 580 
Bhowmick, Bina (Smt.), 378, 
427 

Bhowmick Dhiren, 397-98 
Bhutto, Z. A. 184, 235, 241, 
246-50, 397, 419, 462, 521, 
667-68, 925 

Bishnu, S. K. (Prof.), 699 
Bista, Kirti Nidhi, 88 
Biswas, Ananda Mohan 263-64 
Biswas, Sukumar, 600 
Bizenjo, Mir Ghaus Bux, 250 
Blazevic, Andjelko, 113 
Bose, Kamala, 427 
Bose, Maltiyee 446 
Bose, Manoj, 380, 385 
Bose, Mrinmayee, 427, 578, 
582, 585, 593, 598 
Bose, N. 604 

Bose, P. K. 380, 385, 391, 575, 
579, 581, 592, 595 
Bose, Satyendranath, 406, 428, 
580 

Bose, Somen (Prof.), 595 
Bose, Subhash Chandra (Netaji), 
1048, 1083-84 
The Bosten Globe, 178 
Brandt, Willy, 103, 185 
Browne, Malcom, W, 517 
Buddha. 394 

C 

Calcutta Motor Dealers 
Association, 383 


Calcutta University Bangladesh 
Sahayak Samiti, 413-29, 
512, 575-605 

Catholic Relief Organization. 20 
Catlin, George. 538 
CENTO. 231. 658, 668, 693, 
711, 924, 1034 

Central Action Committee on 
Bangladesh, 496-501 
Chagla, M. C. 378, 402, 462-63, 
539, 560, 596, 752, 753-57, 
760, 770. 686-69, 963 
Chaitanya, 394 
Chaitkin, Evelyn, 1063 
Chakrabarti, B, 959 
Chakravarty, Dilip, 378. 575, 
589 

Chakravarty, Jatin, 446 
Chakravarty, Sukhmal, 402 
Chandra, Romesh, 391 
Chandrasekharan, K, 813, 875- 
81 

Chatterjee, A. P, 652, 700-3, 
724, 728-30 

Chatteijee, Soma, 428, 580 
Chatteijee, Sunil Kumar, 380 
Chatteijee. Suniti Kumar. 402 
Chatteiji, Jatin, 428, 580 
Chatteijee, P, K. 591 
Chattopadhaya, Debi Prasad, 
404 

Chatopadhyay, Jatindranath, 
585, 589, 598, 600, 605 
Chattopadhyaya, Kamala Devi, 
539 

Chavan (Mr.), 411, 490, 587, 
1027 

Chaudhuri. Amiya, 591-92, 596 
Chaudhurl, Tridib, 1086, 1112 
Chaudhuiy, M. A, 604-5 
Chengis Khan. 413, 465, 497 
Chessworth, Donald, 549, 582 





China!, Babubhai, M, 624, 653 
Chow-En-Lal, 111, 143, 167, 
724, 969, 1048 

Choudhuiy, Ghulam Abbas. 252 
Choudhury, Mahendra Mohan 
347 

Chowdhury, Arun, 586 
Chowdhuiy, Hiten, 585 
Chowdhuiy, Jamil. 597 
Chowdhury, MoLnul Huq, 54 
Choudhury, Pradesh Kumar, 
556 

Chowdhuiy, Roma, 380, 385 
Chowdhury. R. C, 566 
Chowdhury, Sabita, 586 
Chowdhury, Saiique, 402 
Chowdhury. Salil, 585 
Chowdhuiy, Utpal, 428, 580 
Church. Frank, 1081 
Communist Party of India (CPI), 
471, 508, 539 
Congress (N), 261, 360-61 
Congress (O), 557 
Congress (R), 533, 539, 555-56, 
565 

Convention Muslim League. 917 
Council Muslim League, 917 
Cross, Manfred, 70 

D 

Dally Ittefaq (Dacca), 424, 252- 
53 

The Daily Telegraph, 517 
Dalwai, Hamid, 509 
Dandavate, Madhu, 1003-5, 
1112-13 

Dange, S. A. 446 
Dantwalla (Prof.). 586 
Das, Arun K, 584, 591 


Das, Biplnpal, 756-60, 762-64 
Das, Biswanath, 345-46 
Das, C. R, 1048 
Das, Chowdhury, B. K, 1005-6 
Das Munshi, Prlya Ran}an, 990, 
1010-14, 1048-49 
Das. Pljush, 391, 579 
Das, Pitamber, 679, 753, 804-5, 
810-11, 851 
Das, Sukumar, 595 
Dasgupta, Arun, 593 
Dasgupta, Pannalal, 378 
Dasgupta, S (Prof.), 575 
Dastur, Aloo (Prof.), 586 
Daultana, Mian Mumtaz 
Mohammad Khan, 249, 251 
Datta, AJit Kumar, 428, 580 
The Dawn (Karachi), 245, 247- 
56 

De, J. C, 31 
De, N. C, 604 
De. S. K. 496, 498 
De, Gaulle (General), 182 
Deb, Dasaratha, 1059-60 
Delhi Sarvodaya Mandal, 496, 
498 

Democratic Coalition, 267 
Democratic Students Organi¬ 
sation. 31 

Democratic Youth Organi¬ 
sation. 31 

Deo. P. K. 922, 927-28, 942-44, 
955, 967, 961, 1033, 1111- 
12 

Deodhar, K, M, 586 
Desai, C. C. 935-36 
Desai, Mahesh, 446 
Deshmukh, C. D, 435 
Dey, Manna, 585 
Dhar, D. P, 533 
Dhara, Sushil, 378 
Dias, A. L, 605 
Dikshit, U. S. 4. 896 





Diwakar, R R, 539 
Dorfrnan (Mr.), 581. 585 
Drig Simon, 424, 517 
Dubey, C, 402 
Dugonjic, Rato. 113 
Duke, Augier Biddle. 583 
Dunham, John. 539 
Duryodhan, 529 
Dutilla, Colletto (Miss). 596 
Dutt, V. P, 403 
Dwlvedy, S. N. 533 

B 

Economic Disparity. 414-16, 
518 

The Ehsan (Lahore), 251 
Eight Point Declaration, 469-70 
Election result (1970), 46, 158- 
59. 177, 188 
Evans Fred, 538 

F 

Fallon. P. 428, 580, 583-84, 591 
Fawehinmi, Gani, 538 
Federation of Associations of 
Small Industries of India, 383 
Femendes, George, 446 
France, Mendes, 537 
Frederick, Pauline, 174, 178 
Franch League of Human 
Rights. 537 

French Revelation, 921 
Friends of Bangladesh, 549 
Frontier Gandhi, 204 
On frontier Problem. 828-38, 
956-60, 828-38 

G 

Gajendragadkar, P. B (Dr.), 402, 
577, 586, 591, 596 
Gallagher, Cornelius E, 44, 70 
Gandhi. Indira. 1. 4. 14, 26. 28- 
32. 36. 53. 56-57, 61. 77. 


117, 120, 124, 128-32, 135- 
202, 203-27, 232-34, 242, 
245, 346-47, 360. 410-11, 
434, 459-60, 553, 557-59, 
566-67, 606-9, 642-46, 796, 
825-27, 853-58, 883-96, 909, 
928-29, 932, 934-36, 952-55, 
1050-53, 1065-68, 1073-92. 
1095-1114, 1123-24 
Gandhi. M. K. 527, 794. 889, 
1081-82 

Gandhi Peace Foundation. 434- 
35. 496, 498, 535, 561 
Gandhi. Samrak Nidhl, 496, 498 
Gandhi, Seva Sangh, 434 
Ganguli. Bangendu (Dr.), 414, 
585, 588 

Ganguli. Mira (Dr.), 414, 585, 
588 

Ganguly, T. A, 439 
Gaiib, Sardar Mehar Sulgh, 382 
Geneva Convention, 19 
Genocide. 70. 421-22, 517, 903- 
7 

Gheewalla, C. L, 585 
Ghose, Biman, 593 
Ghosh, Gautam, 591 
Ghosh. Niren, 657, 681-83, 691- 
92. 697, 705, 711, 714-17, 
729-31, 820-21 

Ghosh. Santosh Kumar, 381, 
385 

Ghosh, Sookamar Kanti, 380 
Ghosh, Tarun Kanti, 378 
Ghosh. Tushar Kanti. 380, 385 
Girl, S. B. 1113-14 
Girl. V. V, 113. 537 
Godfrey, M, 1113 
Gonsalves. E, 82 
Gopal, S, 402 

Gopalan, A. K 411. 911, 931, 
1028, 1077 

Goray, N. G. 411, 633-34, 657- 
58. 718, 738, 813, 824-25. 
843-45, 866 





Goswamy, Dlnesh Chandra, 997 
Gromyko, A, 73-76, 1043 
Guha, Samar (Contai), 378, 412, 
539, 585, 903-4, 907-8, 916- 
17, 924-25, 930-31, 948, 
955, 957-59. 961, 971-72, 
989, 993, 995-97, 1003, 
1021, 1025-28, 1032-33, 
1041, 1043, 1068-70, 1083- 
84, 1124 
Gujral, K, 891 
Gunwardana 537, 544 
Gunawardana, Viviane (Mrs.), 
551 

Gupta, AJit Mohan, 428, 580-81 
Gupta, Bhupesh, 557, 618-20, 
623, 625, 627, 629-33, 635, 
641, 652, 654-57, 660, 663- 
74, 677, 691-705, 717, 730- 
36, 738, 767, 814-18, 832- 
34, 850, 862-64, 885-86 
Gupta, Devendra Kumar, 393- 
96 

Gupta, Indrajit, 411, 931, 944- 
45, 949, 951, 958, 967, 999- 
1002, 1008, 1010, 1017, 
1019-21, 1025, 1032, 1078 
Gupta, Saibal, 380, 385 
Gurapadaswamy, M. S, 692, 
713, 729-31, 764-66, 775-81, 
822-23, 860-61, 872-74, 
884-85 

H 

Haidar, Krishna, 972-76 
Haider, Manas, 586, 591, 594, 
604-5 

Hamburg, Morton, 583 
Hannlsdahb (Mr. & Mrs.), 550 
Hannisdahl, Sigrid, 539 
Harison, Selig, 174-175, 180 
Hasan, S. Nurul, 401 


Hazelhurst, Puter, 517-24 
Hazra, Dipak, 428, 580 
Heath, Edward, 467 
Hidayatullah, Mohammed, 402 
HUlaly, Aga, 412 
Hind Majdoor Panchayet, 446 
Hindustan Times, 436 
Hitler, 252, 413, 463, 489 
Homey, Werner, 466 
Hossain, Shah Moazzam, 462- 
63 

Huq, Al-Haj Lutful, 583 
Huq, A. K. Fazlul, 397, 693 
Husain, S. Abid, 386 
Hussain, M. F, 404 
Hussain, Saleha Abid (Mrs.), 
386 

Hyde (Mr.), 713 


India-G.D.R, Joint Statement, 
61-62 

India-Indonesia Joint 

Communique, 82-83 
India League (London), 135-140 
The India Weekly. 139 
Indian Federation of Work-in 
Journalists, 508 
Indian National Congress, 36 
Indian Union Muslim League, 
261, 1085 

Indo-Nepal Joint Communique, 
88-89 

Indo-Pak Friendship Society, 
397-98 

Indo-Soviet Treaty of Peace, 
Friendship and Co-operation, 
73-76, 82, 85-87, 95-96, 111, 
143, 168, 197, 553, 854 
Indo-Yugoslav Joint Com¬ 
munique, 113-117 
International Commission of 
Jurists, 19-20 





International Conference on 
Bangladesh. 537-51 
International Rescue Committee, 
583 

Ishaque, A. K. M, 391 
Ismail, Mohammed, 410-12 
Islam, Amirul, 600-1, 605 
Islam, Mazharul (Dr.), 595 
Islam. Syed Nazrul, 524, 604, 
743, 1097-1101. 1103, 1109 

J 

Jack, Homer A, 539 
Jaimacson, Thomas, 71 
Jain, A. P, 724-25 
Jaipal, R, 114 

Jamat-e-Islami Party, 245-46, 
248, 1030 

Jamiat-ul-Ulema, 917 
Jammu and Kashmir Libera-tion 
League. 247 

Jammu and Kashmir Mulsim 
Conference. 252 

Jammu and Kashmir National 
Liberation Front, 247 
Jana Sangh, 410, 490, 553-54, 
606, 854 

Jana Sangh Parliamentary 
Party, 446, 553 

The Jang (Karachi), 245-46, 253 
Janra, K. L, 596, 599 
The Jasarat (Karachi), 249 
Javeri, R. C, 586 
Jaycees Bangladesh, 519-25 
Jefferson, 153 
JekyU (Dr.). 713 
Jevremovic, Pavie, 539 
Jha, L. K. 671, 675, 681. 696. 
700, 710, 716 

Jhabvala, Darius. 174-75, 177, 
179 

Jinat Begum, 524 
Jinnah, Fatima (Miss), 253 
Jinnah, M. A, 251. 527 


John. V. V, 404 
Joshi, Jagannath Rao, 1035 
Johnson. Les, 550 
The Jugvani, 961 
Jung. Nawab Ali Yaver, 567, 
585, 588, 594, 598-99 

K 

Kabir, Jahangir, 378 
Kakoti, Robin, 556 
Kalyavasundaram, Kauchi, 867 
Kamruzzaman, A.H.M, 254, 
1101 

Kardar, Abdul HafiJ, 247 
Karki, Gyandendra Bahadur. 88 
Kasavubu (President), 408 
Kashmir Problem, 242-43, 252, 
253-54 

Kaul, T. N. 114. 503-4 
Kazi Sabyashachi, 534 
Keating, Ken, 51-52, 386, 696- 
97 

Kennedy, Edward, 525, 537, 
601, 630, 951 
Kesri. Sitaram, 736, 751 
Khadilkar. R. K. 33-34, 264, 412 
Khalsa Panth, 382 
Khan, A. Majid (Dr.). 592 
Khan, Abdul Ghaffar, Khan, 
208, 393-94, 597 
Khan. Abdul Samad, 204 
Khan, Akbar Ali, 627, 629, 653, 
728, 766. 768, 772, 774, 
809, 820, 825, 894 
Khan. Ayub, 252, 417-18, 919, 
972, 973 

Khan, Liaquat Ali, 251, 498 
Khan. Mohammad Zafarullah, 
251 

Khan, Nur (Air Marshal), 249 
Khan. Rashluddin, 404 
Khan. Sadruddin Agha (Prince). 
70. 658 

Khan. Sardar Abdul Qayyum, 
245-46, 254 
Khan. Shah Nawaz, 653 





Khan. Tikka, 1042 
Khan. Waheeduddin. 402 
Khan. Yahya. 19. 36. 57. 80. 92. 
99. 107. 117. 126. 149. 176- 
78. 187. 229. 233. 235. 245. 
250. 343. 360. 391. 397. 
407. 418-22. 434. 462. 473, 
478. 488-89. 504, 508-9. 
521. 524. 526. 528, 545, 
553. 555. 560. 562. 583, 
612-13. 628. 631-33. 669. 
682. 694. 710. 718-25. 734- 
35. 738. 741. 752-54. 763. 
773. 787. 805-827, 868, 886. 
903-4, 919, 973, 997. 1000- 
1, 1004. 1010-11. 1018-20. 
1026-28. 1040-43, 1048-52. 
1056. 1073. 1080. 1082. 
1104-5, 1108 
Khan, Zafeirullah. 961 
Khaudwalla. Navln T, 598 
Khauna. Prakash S. 603 
Khobragade, B. D. 870-71, 893- 
94 

Khusro, A. M, 402 
Klshore. Nawal, 738-40 
Kissinger. H.. 710. 742, 1021. 

1032. 1048 
Klljun. Milos, 109 
The Kohlstan (Lahore), 250 
Kohll, I. S. N.. 68 
Kolrala, B. P.. 537 
Kotharl, D. S.. 402, 605 
Kothaii, Rajlnl, 402 
Koya. B. V. Abdulla. 867 
Krlpallnl, A. J. B., 539 
Krlpalinl, Sucheta (Mrs.), 539 
Krlshan Kant, 619, 658-61, 663 
691.707-8,764-66, 811 
Krishna Menon, V. K., 503, 560, 
724. 914-17, 1003, 1006-10. 
1015, 1022, 1087-91 
Krishna. S. M.. 937 
Krishnan, N., 66, 391 


Kulkaranl. A.G.. 618-19. 623- 
26. 653-54. 657, 698. 722- 
23. 728-30. 765-66, 768. 
811.813. 834 
Kunzru. K. M., 465-66 
Kurlan, K. Mathew, 634-35 

L 

T^hirl, Dhurba (Dr.). 595 
Lahore Resolution (1940), 416 
Lakkappa, K., 940 
Lakslrcl, Juck, 598 
Lai. H.. 114 
Le Figaro (Paris), 245 
The Leader (Karachi), 252 
Lederer, Edgar, 604 
Legal Framework Order, 419 
Let Pakistan Speak for herself, 
245 

Lincon, 153 

Lohia. H. P.. 428, 580, 582 
Loktantra Raksha Parlsad, 496, 
498 

Lubis, A. B, 82 
Lusaka Summit. 82, 115 
Luthra, R. N., 466 

M 

Macmohan Line, 533 
Mahavir, Bhai, 625, 678, 707, 
726, 732, 831, 853, 882 
Mahindra, Harlsh, 585 
Mahmood, Maulana Mufti, 246 
Majumdar, Ashoke, 586, 594 
Majumdar, Atindra (Prof.), 577, 
585, 592, 596, 599-600 
Majumdar, Hirendramohan, 
427, 575, 578 

Maitra, Prlyatosh (Prof.), 584 
Maksoud, Clovis, 538-39 
Malad Nagarik Bangladesh 
Sahayak Samitl, 509-10 
Malik. Adam. 82 





Malik, Mukhtieir Singh, 940, 956 
Mallick, A. R., 537, 582, 595, 
600-1, 605 

Mallik, Angsuman, 427, 579, 
586 

Mallikaijun (Shri), 1110 
Malraux, Andre, 537 
Mani, A. D., 623, 626, 661, 665- 
66, 714, 722, 761, 946, 828- 
29 882, 886, 891 
Manoharan (Mr.), 410-11 
Mao-Se-Tung, 526 
Marak, Grohonsing A., 460 
Marak, Modi K., 460 
Maran, Marasoli, 1015-16, 1023 
Margliu, Stephen A., 585 
Martin Luthar King, 1045 
The Mashriq (Karachi), 250, 255 
Masani, Minoo, 586 
Mason, Edward S., 585 
Masud, S. A., 380, 385, 945 
Maudoodi, Maulana Syed Abdul 
Ala, 248 

Maxwell, Nevill, 718 
Mayer, Daniel, 537 
Mazumdar, Phani Bhushau, 462 
McMohon (Australian Prime 
Minister), 166 

Mehta, Banshibhai, 586, 593 
Mehta, Balwantrai, 710 
Mehta, Om, 4, 411, 621, 691- 
92, 772, 812, 879 
Mehta, Sushila, 593 
Mehta, Usha, 586 
Melkote, G. S. (Dr.), 927, 1091- 
92 

Melovski, Milos. 113 
Menon, K.P.S.. 114, 402, 864-65 
Menon, N.B., 82 
Menon, P.N., 82, 88, 114 
Mirdha, Ram Niwaz, 940 
Mirajkar, S.S., 443 


Misra. Lokanath. 626-27, 664, 
675, 698-704, 723-26, 759, 
765, 805, 806-97, 815, 839- 
42 

Misra, Shyamnandan, 923-25, 
933, 1052, 1080-81 
Misra, S.D., 651 
Mishra, S. N.. 537 
Mitra, Barln, 593, 598 
Mitra, Ila, 575, 584 
Mitra. S. K. 575 
Mitra, P. C.. 723 
Mitra. Sankar Prasad, 380, 385 
Mittra, Pradip, 596 
Mobuto (General), 408 
Mody, Piloo, 908, 1050 
an Lai, 946 

Mohanty, Surendra, 1092 
Mohiuddin, Ghulam, 391 
Mohta, M.k., 656-57, 664, 877- 
78 

Moitra, K. K., 260, 386 
Moitra, Priyatosh, 592 
Molloy, William 545 
Monoharan, K., 921-22 
Moraes, Frank, 402 
More, Shayamkant D.. 592 
The Morning News, 247 
Mujib, M., 402 
Mukheijee, Bani, 593 
Mukheijee, Biswanath, 267 
Mukheijee, Hrishikesh, 585 
Mukheijee, H. N., 909-12, 992, 
1038-39, 1110, 1117-18 
Mukheijee, K. L., 596 
Mukheijee, M. N. Kumar, 1045 
Mukheijee. Nirode, 584 
Mukheijee, Pranab Kumar. 742, 
733. 853 

Mukheijee, Subimal, 603 
Mukheijee, Subrata, 380 
Mukheijee, S., 604 
Mukheijee, S. K., 588 



^^88 


Mukheijee, Vlvekananda, 380, 
385 

Mukherjee, AJoy, 28, 33, 267, 
332-33, 380, 382 
Mukheiji, Kalyan 589, 593 
Mukheiji, N.B., 582, 600, 605 
Mukheiji, Sudhir, 584 
Mukhopadhyay, Debabrata, 
586, 600 

Mukhopadhyay Purabi 794 
Mukhopadhy, Subhas, 404 
Mukhopadhyay, Sudhir 
Chandra, 580 

Mukti Fouz, 68, 92, 112, 202, 
225, 384, 397-98, 545, 597, 
577, 579, 581, 589, 593, 
595-96, 601, 687, 759-60, 
762, 854-55, 860, 883, 960, 
965-66, 968-70, 1049, 1055, 
1060, 1073, 1076, 1095, 
1102, 1105, 1119, 1123 
Munlswamy, N. R, 622-23, 668 
Munshl, Girish, 585 
Murahari, Godey, 681, 691, 719, 
736-37, 829-30 

Murshed, Noorjehan, 462-63, 
469 

Murshid, K. H., 246 
Muslim League, 254, 416-17, 
1030, 1089 

Muslim League (Indian), 226, 
267, 410 

Muslim Reforms Committee, 509 
The Mussalman (Karachi), 251 
Mussolini 252 
Myrdal, Gunnar, 359 

N 

Nadir Shah, 463 
Nag, Bhajan, 472 
Nahar, BiJay Singh. 28 
The Nai Roshni, 253 
Naidu, Padmaja (Miss). 28, 30. 
585, 596. 599 


Nair, Sreekant, 446 
Nanda, Nares Chandra. 584, 
604 

Nandi Harl Kintar, 596 
Nara, Tsuyeshi (Prof.), 538 
Narayan, Jayaprakash, 56, 434- 
35. 467-68, 473-74, 477-79, 
488-89, 496, 498, 499-501, 
549, 559-66, 597, 623, 943, 
1004, 1016, 1026 
Nasser, 756 

National Aid Body for 
Bangladesh, 263-64 
National League of Pakistan. 
916 

NATO. 668, 693, 711, 1030 
Nayak, Brundaban, 345 
The Nawai Waqt (Lahore), 250 
Nazrul Islam (Poet). 534 
Nehru. J. L.. 206, 251, 503, 
755, 771, 844, 868, 943, 
1042, 1083 
Neilson, 539 

The New York Times, 71, 107, 
174, 517, 654, 658, 668, 
979, 936 

Nielson, Kund, 598 
Nigam, Savitri (Mrs.), 496 
Nigerian Lawyers' Association, 
538 

Nilsson, S. A., 598 
Nimbalkar (Shri), 1002-3 
Nishimura, Kan-ichi, 592 
Nishtar, Sardar Abdur Rob, 251- 
52 

Nixon (President), 73-74, 153- 
54. 166, 180, 184, 232-34, 
488, 557, 694, 703, 710, 
732-33. 1010, 1016, 1021. 
1048 

Non-Cooperation Movement, 
419-20 

Noon, Malik Firoz Khan, 252 
Nurmathias (Mr.). 82 





O 

The Observer (British Sunday 
Paper), 128 
OJha, M.. L, 598 

P 

Pakistan Christian Democratic 
Council, 246 

Pakistan Democratic Party, 245 
Pakistan National Awami Party 
(Wall Group), .250 
The Pakistan Observer, 246, 
448, 256 

Pakistan People's Party, 247-49, 
418 

The Pakistan Times, 245-48, 
250, 252-54, 946 
Pancha, 946 

Panda, Brahmananda, 770-74, 
780, 782 
Panda, K. C., 830 
Pande, C. D., 654-56, 660 
Pandey, R. S., 937 
Pande, Saijoo, 940 
Pande, Sardar Bhim Bahadur, 
88 

Pandit, Vijaylcikshmi, 539 
Panigrahi, Chintamani, 912-13 
Panja, AJit Kumar, 332 
Pant, K. C., 348, 619, 894, 956, 
958, 960 

Parthasarathi, G., 402 
Parthasarathy, R. T., 765-66, 
836 

Patel, Dahyabhaiv, 557-58, 862, 
885 

Patel, H. M., 995-97, 1047 
Patel, Iswarlal, 604 
Patel, Santi, 443 
Patl, P., 586 

Patnaik. Blju, 723-24, 736, 760- 
69. 771-72 

Patranabis, Jnanes, 428 
Patras. N., 246-47 
Paul, Alexander, 535 
Perera, Nimal, 584, 603 


Phipps. Tboms^ W.. 583 
Picachy, L. T.. 438-39 
Pierre (Mr.), 544 
Plastrick, Stanley, 538 
Podgomy, 488. 1027, 1050 
Policy of non-alignment. 129, 
143 

Political solution 39-53, 63-64, 
no. 124, 233-34, 996, 998- 
99 

Proclamation of Teheran on 
Human Rights. 17-18 
Punniah, Basava, 470 
Purakayasta. Mohitosh, 740-41 
Puri. Dev Datt, 610-11, 851-52, 
878 

9 

Quamruzzaman (Mr.), 582 
Qumi (Mr.), 977 

R 

Radha Krishna, 540 
Rahman, Anlsur, 426 
Rahman, Azizur, 604 
Rahman, Obaidur, 462-63 
Rahman, Sheikh Mujibur, 20, 
31. 39. 41. 53. 68. 71. 80-81, 
98. 114-15, 131, 160, 169, 
177, 180, 184, 188, 196-97, 
232-33, 235-36, 239-41, 
247-52, 387, 393-96, 417-22, 
428-29, 443-44, 462-63, 468, 
473, 489, 497, 509, 521-22, 
528, 533, 537-540. 544-45. 
550, 559-60, 578, 581, 589, 
606, 693, 744, 753, 788, 
805-27, 855. 883-84, 888, 
904, 912-13, 916, 919, 922- 
27. 973, 995, 997, 1000-1, 
1010, 1016, 1022-23, 1038- 
53. 1065, 1095, 1097-98, 
1101-2,1104,1106 
Rahman, S. R Paras, 604 
Rahman. Waheeda, 566 
Rahmatullah, 961 





Raj Bahadur (Mr.). 411, 905-6, 
946-47, 950, 990, 993-94, 
997 1028 

Raj Narain, 533, 664, 720, 763, 
764, 770, 772-73, 811-12, 
831-32 
Raj Illja, 113 
Rajkaror (Mr.) 402 
Raj, S. V., 586-87 
Ram, Jogjlvan, 33, 68, 92, 126- 
28, 411, 686-92, 833, 859- 
82, 237, 939, 1039, 1054-62, 
1114-15, 1118-22 
Rawmurthy, P., 443, 469-70 
Rani, K., 470 
Raudlve, B. T., 471 
Raga, N. G, 539 
Rao Birender, 1091 
Rao, C. Rajeswar, 464 
.Rao, M. Satyanarayan, 1017, 
1091 

Rao, Rajeswar, 620 
Rao, V.K.R.V., 402, 913-14 
Roy, Ajay Kumar (Dr.), 600 
Roy, Nihar Ranjan, 403 
Ray, Purnendu Narayan, 597, 
604 

Ray, Ram, 594, 600 
RayTOdlb, 602 
Ray, Sally, 546 

Ray, Siddhartha Sankar, 28, 
587, 592, 596 

Ray, Chaudhuiy, Tapan, 404 
On Recognition Question. 77-78, 
268-333, 406-9, 410-12, 
448-49, 469-70, 471, 490, 
544-48, 612-17, 742-806, 
883-96, 961-78, 995-1032, 
1095-1114 

Reddy. M. Ram Gopal, 969 
Reddy, N. Sri Rama, 807, 819- 
20. 836, 848-49 

Refugee and relief, 19. 29-34, 
40-41, 44-45, 48. 66, 69-70, 
77-79, 101, 128, 136-37. 
170-71, 186, 189, 240, 263- 
64. 342. 343-46, 411, 423- 


25. 438-39, 464, 561, 610- 
11. 642-46, 952-55 
Release of Sheikh Mujibur 
Rahman. 241 

Report of the Commission on 
Human Rights, 17-24 
Rhode, John, 424 
Riad (Mr.). 36 
Rodgers, Rick, 604, 1016 
Roem, Mohammad, 538 
Rogers, William, 184 
Rohina Begum. 524 
Role of China, 839-52 
Role of Indian Intelligentsia, 
380-81, 385, 386-87, 401-4, 
413-29, 575-605 
Role of the Muslim of India, 384, 
386-87, 389, 391 
Romanov, Boris, 386 
Rosenthal. A. M.. 174, 175, 179 
Roy, Aniruddha, 427, 578, 582 
Ray. Arun, 581 
Roy. A. K., 588, 600, 605 
Roy, Bimal, 586 
Roy, Jamini, 382 
Roy, Kalyan, 754-55, 773, 780- 
81 

Roy, Monobina, 586 
Roy, Monoranjan, 443 
Roy, Probodh, 591 
Roy, Santosh, 31 
Roy. S. C., 596 
Roy, Tarun, 583 

Round Table Conference, 417-18 

S 

Saaduddin. A. H., 584 
Sachar, Bhimsen, 539 
Sadat. Anwar (Presdient), 36 
Sadiq, Ghulam Mohammad. 57. 
226 

Saha. Nityagopal, 600 
Sait, Ebrahlm Sulaiman, 1084- 
85 

Saiyadain, K. G.. 386, 402 





Saksena, Shibben Lai, 260, 
1017-19 

Saliah, Mohammad AU, 551 
Samad, A. K. A.. 889 
Samavadi Congress Party, 260 
Samuel, Baba, 246 
Sandell, Prablr, 586, 593 
The Sangbad (Dhaka), 252-53 
Sanghi, N. K., 946-48, 986-87 
Sangma, A Ibinstone M., 460 
Sangma, Sing)an D., 460 
Sangma, Williamson, 459 
Sangrami Swadhin Bangladesh 
Sahayak Samiti, 380-81 
Sanyal, Probodh Kumar, 380, 
385 

Sanyal, Sasanka Sekhar, 778, 
790-96, 887 
Sardar, Amjad All, 378 
Sardar, Rahamatullah, 255 
Sardesal, S. G., 787-94 
Sarfraz, Malik Hamid, 249 
Sarkar, Anil, 427, 578, 582 
Sarkar, Asoke Kumar, 380 
Sarkar, Nihar, 604 
Sarva Seva Sangh, 496, 498, 
561 

Sarvadaya Sammelan, 435 
Sarwar, Safiuddin (Babu), 605 
Sat Sangh Sabha (Maharastra), 
604 

Sathe, R D., 82, 114 
Saton, Marie, 595 
Satpathy, Nandinl, 347 
Satvagraha on the Bangladesh 
issue, 77-78 
Saxeva, Sibbanlal, 539 
Schanberg, Sydney H.. 108-9 
SEATO, 251, 658, 668, 794, 
924, 1034 

Sen. A. K., 591, 919-21 


Sen, Kishmen, 586 
Sen, Meera, 427, 578 
Sen, Mihir, 391, 456-58, 472 
Sen, Nlrode Kumar, 582 
Sen, Ranen, 939, 1020, 1025 
Sen, Samar, 17-24, 94 
Sen, Sarma, P., 428, 579, 588, 
592 

Sen, Satyendra Nath. 380, 385, 
413-14, 427, 512, 575, 577- 
80, 583, 587, 594, 595 
Sen, S. H., 600 
Sen, Triguna, 892-93 
Sengupta, D. L., 583, 587, 841- 
42 

Sarvants of India Society, 465- 
66 

Servants of the People Society, 
495, 498 

Setalvad, M. C., 14, 963 
Sethi, P. C., 349 

Sezhlyan (Shrl), 1022, 1079, 
1110 

Shahi, Nageshwar Prasad, 772 
Shamim, S. A., 925-26, 1038, 
1112,1117 

Shantiniketan Ashramlk 
Sangha, 585-86, 595, 604 
Sharma, A. P., 446 
Sharma, B. L., 407-9 
Sharma, Harl Prasad, 922-23 
Sharma, S. D., 496, 498, 526-32 
Shashi Bhushan, 261 
Shastri, Vishnu Kant, 582, 605, 
962 

Shukla, Krishna Kumar, 278 
Shukla, Vidya Charan, 828-31, 
832, 835, 837, 885, 1070-72 
Singh, Dinesh, 447-49, 1002-3 
Singh, J. J, 539 

Singh, Karan (Dr.). 61-62, 113, 
474, 1002, 1041, 1086-87 



iiSbr 


Singh, Karui, 410-11 
Singh, L., P., 88 

Singh, Sardar Swaran, 39-52, 
63-64, 73-76, 81-82, 88-89, 
95-104, 113, 122, 228-30, 
235-38, 239-44, 360, 411, 
553, 591, 612-17, 622-41, 
647-85, 692-93, 696-700, 
706-17, 718-41, 745, 766, 
778, 839-52, 908-29, 940, 
946, 965, 979-87, 988-94, 
997, 1000, 1031-37, 1040- 
44, 1046-47, 1049-50 
Singh, Samp, 402 
Singh, Surendra Pal, 113, 805- 
6, 813-14, 819-22 
Singhvi, L., M., 539 
Siuho, Awadheswer Prasad, 
752-53 

Sinst, Albert, 583 
Sircar, Benoy, 381 
Six-point Programme, 40, 43, 
188, 196-97, 418, 428, 447, 
462, 528, 572, 973 
Skipper, A. M., 598 
Soorian, A., 551 
Spanish Civil War, 544, 1008 
Spivak, Lawrence E., 174, 177, 
180-81 

Sir Gum Singh Sabha, 382 
State Language Movement, 416- 
17, 424 

The Statesman (Calcutta), 426 
Stonehouse, Johu, 603 
Stoph, Willi, 61, 474 
Subramanyans, K., 545 
Sudhin Kumar, 331 
Suhrawardy, H. S., 254 
Sukhadia, Mohanlal, 378-79 
Sundarayya, P., 470 
Susuki. T., 592 
Swell (Dr.), 1017 


T 

Tagore, 394, 425 
Talwar, G. P., 404 
Tara Chand (Dr,), 404 
Tashing, Her, 82 
Taskhent Agreement, 866 
Temisuka (Mr.), 592 
Thajeb, Ismael, 82 
Thakur, Karpuri, 278 
Thapar, Romila (Dr.), 402 
Thaw, Lee, 583 
Thayeb, Sjarif, 82 
Thiagarajan, V. N., 583, 592, 
519, 603 

Thompson, Edward, 252 
The Time Magazine, 245 
The Times of India, 553, 669 
Tito, Josip Broz (Marshal). Ill, 
113-17 

Tiwaiy, K. N., 947 
Todi, N. L., 428, 580 
Toha, Mohammad, 620 
On trial of Sheik Mujibur 
Rahman. 80-81, 805-274, 
372-43 

Tripathi, Kamlapati, 4, 342-43, 
555 

Tsumshima Sotsure, 592 
Tully, Mark, 141-52 
Tunney (Senator), 1033 
Two Nations theoiy, 251, 463 
lyabji, Bad-ud-in, 402 
lyagi, Mahavir 607, 609, 640, 
733, 737, 763, 838 

U 

U Thant, 81, 177-79, 250, 517, 
751, 825, 954, 1051 
UUah, S.. 604 





Umanath (Mr.), 470 
On U. S. arms to Pakistan, 622- 
41, 647-83, 691-17, 979-87, 
1031-37 

V 

Vajpayee, (Bajpayee), Atal 
Behari, 410-11, 490, 554, 
558, 565, 932, 982, 992-93, 
1044, 1047, 1050, 1058, 
1070 

Varma (Mr.), 614 
Vasisht Kumari Shadia, 779 
Vasu Mallick, Prabir, 380, 385 
Venkataraman, S.. 88, 403 
Venkatasubbalah, P., 960, 1035, 
1049-50, 1052 
Veakateswaran, A. P., 114 
Villatan, Thiuai, 850, 877, 889- 
90 

Vinobaji, A., 393-95 
Vratusa, Anton, 113 
Vrhunee, Mar Ko, 113 

W 

Wadner, Daniel L.. 583 


Waldheim (Ambassador), 244 
Walker, Charle, 535 
Wadtcn, Trevon J., 601 
War on Want, 538 
The Washington Post, 174 
West Bengal Jana Sangha, 391 
West Bengal Mutwallis Confe¬ 
rence, 384 
Wilson, Harold, 986 
Winzer, Otto, 474 
World Association of World 
Federation (WAWF), 592 
World Council of Churches, 439 
World Peace Cuncil, 85-86 

Y 

Yadav, J. P., 751 
Yajee, Sheel Bhadra, 627, 762, 
789 

Youth for Bangladesh, 456-58, 
472 

Yusuf, Mohammad (Big), 245 

Z 

Zaheer, S. Husain (Dr.), 401 
The Zamindar (Lahore), 251 








bl 'a(l<Nh ^5lT^ 

I 'St*ll'9 •Ikl^ 

'01 wm 

8 1 ^mcsns^m:^^ 

(t I ^=11^ csns wil^ c^fc5R 

'5? I w^ c^. 

<{ I ^RR ^SRff 

b* I ^RR^[»lt^^TRR 

I W^ (RtS ^TR^fBSrRR ^5it»Rt^ 
io I CSfllt^ 

I W^ CHC#r^l ^[f%®T 

I '5^P?R (RRfRR 


sTO *f%m 

5tr^eft 









